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K. CHARLES the:Martyr, &:. 


EXT to no Adverfary, a fair one is the beſt, 
and by a fair Adverſary I mean, not ſuch a one 
who will ſpare his Adverſary's Arguments... but 
_  W-- - who will-not\ conceal them; who will repreſent 
the Caſe plainly, and” examfne it throughily ; and though 
he inclines to one, is equally juſt to both ſides of the 
Queſtion, and will give his Readers the ſtrength of his Ad- 
verſary's Cauſe as well as his own: . This method. .if it does 
not carry the Cauſe, deſerves commendation; if the. Ad- 
verſary is not convinc'd, he cannot complain. But the Au- 
thor I have now to deal with is of a clean contrary temper, 
he likes 1t much better to ſuppreſs ſeverall Arguments, and 
ſome the moſt material, than either to repreſent, or an- 
ſwer them; and even of: thoſe the does vouchſate.to men- 
ion; he takes efpecial care to-leave out all their {frengrh; 
and-gives: his'Reader only the: Bongs-and Skeleton, without 
the 'Sdinews,) and there 458 not-one Argument that he hath 
placed-in its due light "or -cq0hae its due force ; = 
2 ; that 
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that inſtead of fairly debating, he hath only diſguiſed the 
E crhe—and-mnuffied+rup-that-no body may-pereeive 
it; by which means he abuſes his Reader, Wmelf, and his 
Cauſe too, as well as me; when inſtead of diſabling rhe 
force of my Reaſons, he vefy orrily evades them. and 
frames a company of trifling Exceptions, ſome out of my 
words;;and {ome our ofthis own; but allways,below, ſome- 
times ontraryjeo my#Tenſe; apd_thery gives 4s trifling An- 
{wetrs to them. : TY Re 

This all underſtanding men will take to be a very ſevere 
accuſation, and I confeſs iis 1b4 but as ſevere as it is, ir 
is withall moſt_true, and I do direttly and in plain rerms 
charge it wpoit thif Author, an beg £07pmant candor, but 
_ the Reader's patierice to" make it good in'every par: 
ticular. A 

The firſt thing that occurs, 'is the Memorandum ſaid to 
be yvritten by the Logd Angleſey. _ 
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Memorandum. 


King Charles the Second, end the Duke of York, id 
both (tn the laſt Seffion of Parhament., 1675, when I ſhewed 
them; in the Lords Houſe, the written; Copy of this'Book , 
wherem” are i ſome correttions and alterations written with 
the late King Charles the Firfl's own hand) afſure me, that 
this was none. of the ſaid King's compiling, but made by 
Doftor Gauden, Biſhop of Exeter; which I here inſert for 
tbe —_— others im this point, by atteſting ſo much 


under my 'han 
a ANGLESEY. 


Vindic.p.gs T o this my firft Anfiver was, © That Both the fhid Kings 
* have atteſted. the contrary by their Letters Patents; thoſe 
© of. King Charles bear date Nov. 29. 1660. and: expreſsly 
< and particularly take notice ot this Book,. as his Father's, 
* in theſe remarkable.expreſſions, < thofje moſt excel- 
© lent Cee and SoltJoquies by the-name of &xar Band 
< Thoſe. of: King Fames. bear. date Feb, 22, 1685. and. ex- 

< preſsly 
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« preſsly refer to the firſt Edition of the King's Works 1662. 
* 1n which his Majeſty declares the Works of bis Royal. Fa- 
* tber.. were ' printed.. Theſe are publick and authentick 
inſtruments, the higheſt and. moſt, unconteſtable. Evidence - 
that'a, King, of Enz/and can give to any matter; and cer- 
tainly ſomething my conſiderable ought to be offer'd be- 
fore they are laid aſide, and eſpecially before the authori- 
ty of the King's Evidence be tranſlated from the Broad 
Seals to.a blind Paper. But our Author treats the Broad 
Seals with the ſame ceremony as the Kings themſelves , 
nothing: ſo mean and contemptible bur is ſufficient to over- 
throw the. honour of the one, and credit of the other. But 
let us take his Anſwer in order. | 

And here he begins fairly, as in the firſt place, to miſtake 
my meaning, contrary to as plain Words as a Man could 
ſpeak :: The Reader need not be reminded, that this is 
an Anſwer to the Memorandum, and defign'd to ſhew, thar 
the Two Kings had a direct contrary opinion of the Au- 
thor of the Book, to what is aſhgn'd by the, Memorandum. 
Now though our Author ſays, that he would begin with 
the Exceptions to that,. yer tor ſome good reaſon or other, 
he hath tranſplanted. this Anſwer, and mo it under ano- 
ther head ;, aud according to him. ir is. One. of the Fas p, 19. 
which are alleadged 10 prove Charles the Firſt was the true 
Author of Icon Bafilike. But if they were ever alleadged 
for that. purpoſe, ir is by himſelf, and not by me: For I 
never alleadged the Letters Patents to prove that King the 
true. Author, and 1 had declar'd ſo as plain as I could 
ſpeak: my words are, © The immediate Queſtion here is yindic. p... 
« not Who was the Author of this Book? but Who was 
<« ſo in the opinion aud. 26 29h of thoſe two Kings? 
So that by his favour, I alleadged them not to prove who 
was the true Author, but what was the true ſenſe and. 
| Judgment of thoſe Kings: And it our Author can miſtake 
: ſuch plain expreſſions, and thoſe negative too, the Reader 
/ may be the leis ſurpris'd if he meets with the ſame praQtice 
f ſo often hereafter. Well, though our:Author miſtakes it, 
/ I may be. he may anſwer it, and that is enough at one 

time, 
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time, and a little too much, I find, for fome Authors. And 
thus we have it: 

Which (the Letters Patents) /ays Mr. W. contradift 
4obat he's believ'd to ſay ro my Lord Angleſey, that is, the 
Memorandum: for I know of no authority he hath to put his 
own belief into my anſwer, and not content with that, to 
tell his Readers I /ay it too; whereas I neither ſaid it, nor 
believe it: I ſay indeed thar the Letters Patents contradiQ 
the Memorandum, but - rae" or an _ ſe oY 
concerning the Kings {ſpeech to my Lord Angleſey, 1 nei- 
ther ſay in "mg whatever ſome may pretend. But 
changing the terms is but a ſmall fault, when there are 
ſo many greater; and therefore let us paſs to his Reply, 
and thus it follows, But with his good leave the Concluſion 
does not follow. Whar Conclnfion is that? why, That the 
Letters Parents contradict the Memorandum. 'Fhis it ſeems 
is that which in onr Author's extraordinary judgment does 
not follow, which is one of the ftrangeft things in the 
world : The Letters Patents expreſsly and in terms own 
King Charles the Firſt to be the Author, the Memorandum 
as expreſsly denies it, and aſſerts, rhat not He, but Biſhop 
Gauden was the Author : Now theſe are his Premifles as 


. well as'mine, and ler bim try his skill,, if it be poſſible 


for him, or any man elſe, to make any thing elſe follow, 
than that the Letters Patents and the Memorandum contra- 
dict-each' other; which is the very Concluſion he aſſerts 
does not follow, and afferts it with triumph too, with his 


good leave the Conclufion does not follow. And his rea- 
. Jon for this is to as much purpoſe as the Anſwer: For 


(faith he) rho/e Lerrers were iſſued ont in the year 16609, 
before Dr. Gauden gave the King true information. and it 
geus 1675- that he Told his opinion To my Lord Angleſey, 
tons after he was convinced that his Father had not written 
the Book. Now it I ſhould grant him all this, it might 
doe lits Cauſe lome 'fervice, but his Argument would be 
never the hetrer: and ſuppoſe for once, thatKing Charles 
upon Dr Gauder?s informarion did ſay this ſo long after, is 
it not a contradiction, as well if King Char/cs ſaid it, and 

| ſaid 
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faid it fo long after, as if any body elſe ſaid it > Let who 


will fay it, and tet it be before or after, the contradiction 


is the fame; but by our Author's way: of arguing, though 
another may, a mah cannot contradict himſelf, except he 
hath the ilt fortune to doe it in the fame breath; bur if ir 
be ſome time after, *tis-no ſuch matter, and very conſiſtent. 
[ perceive this fame Time, which harh a fovereign virtue 
ro make up breachtes and differences, hath one heating pro- 


petty more, even to reconcile Contradi&ions, atid make. 


them none at all: For although the Letters Patents d6 di: 
rely and in expreſs terms contradit the Memorandum, 
yer the Concluſion does not follow, that is, they do nor 


contradict it; and for this reaſon, becauſe it was faid. 


fifteen years after. I ly at his mercy if I have miſtepte- 
ſented him, and deſire the Reader to confult the place; 
for Perhaps ir wilt not be thought that a man, who pre- 
tends to write upon the Carr, and to corrett the miſttkes 


of the world for many ages, ſhould himſeIf in ſo few Lines 


be guilty of two ſuch groſs Blunders, as faſt to miſtake 
my meaning, and then to miſtake his own Anſwer. 

For his Xnfiver ought to be thus, according to his own 
Pririciples, © That granting the Contradition between 
« the rwo Aſertions, yet it does not follow but King 
« Charles might afſert both; for that fince the iſſuing our 
«* the Letters Patents in 60, he had received trae Infor- 
« tation from Dr. Garden, and it was long after that in- 
* formation in 75. that he told his opinion to my Lord 
* Angleſey. Now if the Reader hath ſo much charity as 
to admit this for his Anſwer; with all my heart: for 
though I to not think'my felf obliged either to-tmake or 
mend his Anfwers fot hitn, conſidering how unfairly he hart 
dealt with my Argutnents and Exceptions, yet being tmore 
concerried for Truth, than any other advantage of the Dif- 

ute, I am contented his Antwers ſhould have the utmoſt 
ſtre 5th they ate capable of; and if he thinks T have nor po: 
pos'd this to the beft aUvantage, ter him mend it himfetf, 
and then T1 will conſider it; in the thean time this I have to 
ſay to it, as it ſtands clear'd of the former Blunders. 
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3, *Tis fophiftical, and apArcney begs the Queſtion ;in 
'Controverſie, - Here axe two ſuppoſitions that are che op; 
dation of this Anſwer, That Dy. Gauden znform'd 1be King, 
and that the, King :anfornid the. Lord Angleſey, and. both 
theſe are Queſtions between us; and this 1s pure diſputing, 
to.anſwer by the Queſtion: I produce the Letters Patents 
in Anſwer to the Memorandum, and he replyes to them 
by. the Memorandyznit felt: [This is fine Logick, and;likely 
to forward the Controverhe, ; and. at this rate we, ſhall ne- 
GS. 7-H 04 HEE 

2. The diſtances of Time between 1660 and 1675. is juſt 
ſuch another, for whart ſignifies the diſtance between thoſe 
two aſſertions, except it be firſt ſuppos'd that he did af: 
ſert it art that diſtance? which is the thing in Controverlie, 
and Petitio Princip again. He tells us King Charles il- 
Tued out his Letters Patents in 60, and then afferted his 
Father was the Author; but it was afterwards in 75 that 
upon better information he aflerted the contrary. And 
what now is the force of this Anſwer? why if the thing 
in controverſie be admitted, if it be granted him that King 
Charles ſaid ſo in 75, then this is an Anſwer, but till then 
"tis moſt ridiculous: and. that is a pure Anſwer indeed, 
which to make it fignifie any thing, the whole Cauſe tnuſt 
firſt be given up, and then *tis pertealy needleſs. 

And therefore there was ſomething elſe he ought to 
have firſt anſwer'd, and which I had urged upon this head, 
which concerns the va/rdity of the reſpettive Teſtimonies 
for theſe two aſſertions; and if he —_ have gain'd his 
poun there, he might have drawn this by way. of Canclu- 
10n; but *tis an Anſwer to.nothing. - But that is an Afgu- 
ment which affects the merits of the, Cauſe, and he is all- 
ways very civil to ſuch things, and cannot prevail with 
himſelf to offend them ; and I find with ſome Authors 
"tis far eaſter to beg the Queſtion than to anſiver Ar- 
—_— though with his favour, I crave leave to tell 

im,, that unleſs he take a little care to ſpeak to, what 
tollows, all he hath faid hitherto is perfeRly loſt; and 
therefore, Se, 

| 23, He 
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2. He is fo far from anſwering, that he torally ſupprel: 
ſes that upon which the Controverſie turns; and thar is, the 
Compariſon between the reſpe&ive Evidence in point of 
validiry. 1 muſt here crave leave to doe our Authar's bu- 
fineſs, and to repeat that which: he ought both to have re- 
peated and an{wer'd; bur fince he will. not doe ir, I muſt 


doe it my ſelf: accordingly I had*ſaid, © A man would Vinzic. p.4 


* imagine there could not be any poſſible diſpute which 
* was to be preferd, a publick and authoritative Attelta- 
<« tion of the Kings themſelves, or a private Memorandum 
* by a third perſon. --------- Whether the Teſtimony of my 
* Lord Angleſey be a better proof of their ſenſe and judg- 
ment, than their own Teſtimony ; or a private, obſcure, 
unatteſted, poſthumous Hand Writing, a more valid E- 
vidence than the Broad Seals.---------- That high and autho- 
ritative Evidence is allways to carry the Cauſe, in op- 
poſition to that which is no Evidence at all. And whar 
does our Author ſay to this? Why truly not one ſingle 
word; nor take the leaſt notice of it, as if it did not con- 
cern the Queſtion. Perhaps a reaſon may - be given why 
he ſhifted this Anſwer to another head; for had he ſpoke 
to it in its proper place, ſome of his Readers might have 
been ſo curious as to have confider'd and compar'd the pla- 
ces, and then they would have eafily diſcover'd, both his diſ- 
ingenuity in dropping the main Argument, and his trifling 
Anſwer to what he does mention. For what, I wonder, does 
his diſtance between 60 and 75 fignifie? when there is the 
beſt Evidence for the one ntiance, and none. at all, or as 
good as none, for the other ; and let the pretended rime be 
when.it will, nearer or farther off, ever or never, it ſignifies no- 
thing, till the validity of the Evidence for it be firlt clear'd: 
'This therefore is the only point to be debated in this caſe, 
and there neither is, nor can be any other, and upon which 
all the reſt depend, which yet our Author will not endure 
to come near. This is the laſt reſort of this Controverhie, 
and into which it is finally reſfolv'd : They on that fide of 
the Queſtion infiſt on the Memorandym, and we on the 
Letters Patents; and which way - the world is there to 


bring 
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T1 
bring this to an fue, but by conſidering and comparing the 
wary. and authority of the refpeCtive T<ftimonies and Hom 
thence ſhewing which preponderates, and ought to deter- 
mine the beliet of an imparrial mar m a point of this na- 
rure?. And I think 1 need ask no man's courtefte to anfiver 
theſe Queltions in favour of the Cauſe T defend : Whether 
the ſenſe and judgment of the two. Kings be better col- 
leed from: their own publick and authemick Declarations, 
or from 2 private: and _—_ Memorandum of another 
perſon? And whether a blind Paper in point of Evidence, 
1s to be prefer'd: to the Broad Seals? This is the only point 
neceffiry: to be fpoke to, which ir ſeems was too hor for 
our Author's fingers, and he ler it alone: and here this branch 
of the Controverlie reſts, and here it nut reſt till our Au- 
thor-dlear bis hands, of it. 

L now come-to examine his Anſfivers- to: the other Ex- 
eeptions I hadi made-to_ the Memorandum; and here he is at 
the ſame trade again, concealing all that is material}, intire- 
ly- fupprefing one whole Exceprion, and: that the moſt'con- 
{derable; and! ſo mangling the reſt; that he hath ſtripp'd 
rhem of all that is argumentative, and hath any ſtrengreh in 
it: He is fo fairhfull rohis-Cauſe, as: to ſuffer every thing: 
10 ſtand in fall force. againſt ir; and' ris, if he pleafe, he 
may ſte defending a Cauſe, but: his- Party: maſt” be very- 
kind; if they-do nor: call it a betraying it. NEED 

Thys inthe firſt-place, he: hath taken eſpecial. care that 
tys Reader-ſhallnot ſee: the: foundation of my: Exceptions, 
upon which; and: upon which only, their whole force de- 


pe8ds;. and: without: which they would be no- Exeeptions- 


atcall; orronly fuch: filly: ones: as: eur Authee- makes them: 
And-accordingly in-order:to'make it appear: that the- Memo: 
randym: was: tightly: lyable to: the! fifpition of forgery: I' 
had ifajd, * For: the proof of this: I ſhall. take my- meafures 
* fram-the:laf-words.of the Memorandum, which plainly 
< declare the End: for whict it was: made; and for that'rea- 
«. ſon-dedlare 'thar; it was not: made norifignd by the: ſaid! 
< Lord: the words are:theſe, Wh:ich'1 here afſorr'fbr-the 1m 
< deceruing-otþersamthis. point, by. atteſting: ſo:much under 
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* »p hand: Now here are theſe things obſervable, and 
< which in every reſpe&t take this Memorandum defettive, 
« ahd infufficient for the attaining this End: and then ] 
immediately fubjoyn, Ir bears no date, *ris wnarteſted, @c. 
So that the plain reaſon why I aſcribe deficiency to the 
Memorandum in theſe reſpects, is becauſe upon theſe ac- 
counts it is inſufficient fot the attaining the End propoſed 
by it. This thetefore is the apparefit groundwork of my 
xceptions, upoti this they are ſupported, to this they 
have a direct and imrtediare reference, and this is either ex- 
] preſFd of implied in the Exceptions themſelves ; and one 
7 Would imagine that *twas not poſſible that this ſhould he 
7  pretermitted, and no manner of regard had to it, by a man 
who had a mind to anſwer them: But, whatever he pte- 
tends, out Author is obſtinately bent againſt anſwering me; 
he hath ſome Chimeras of his own, and builds Caftttes in 
the air, and then attacks them; but for my Exceptions, 
he leaves then) juſt as he found them, and if they will be 
anſiverd, as far as I can perceive, they muſt at{iver them- 
ſelves, our Author is not at leaſure to take any notice of 
7 then, except.it be in the Title Page. _ | | 
? Thus ( for inſtance) he rells us, *Tis wrg'd that ir (the p. 97. 
Mecemorandam ) does not particularly expreſs by the date, 
whether it meant the laſt Seffion of Parliament before the 
writing of it, or the laſt of the year 5%. This is a wiſe Ex- 
ception indeed, and I defire to know who tnade ir, for I 
am fure I never did: For, By what date does he meat? if 
the date of the Memorardam, it has tone ;, if the date 
when theſe words are faid to be ſpoken, I faid it beas 
no date with 4e/ wi to the exatt time of that's and what- 
| ever it may be for our Author, it woutd be ridicutous for 
1 me to ſay zt does rot particularly expreſs by that Which I 
had faid it does not exprefs; and the atfirring, it did nor 
F$., is my Exception to it: but he ſeems as if he was will- 
fully ſer not ro nnderftand mie. Ard rhis will appear fat- 
ther when we ſee his Anſwer, whicly is, tber 7t is plain, 
ther be mean tbe laft or Winer Seffion, and that it was 
therefore the immediate Srffion preceding the writing this 
| B 2 Memo- 
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Memorandum. Very good, and what-then? - why then the 
Reader, if he be very eafie, is to believe, that my Excep- 
tion to the Memorandum was, that it did not particularly 
expreſs what that laſt Seffion was; and all I had to fay 
againſt it was, the doubrſulneſs of thoſe expreſſions, where- 
as ir is the direct contrary. I ſaid indeed zhat was ex- 
preſsd ambiguonſly, (and I ſay fo till, notwithſtanding 
our Author's aflerting the contrary : ) but that is none of 
my Exception, nor did I ever urge the ambiguity as an Ex- 
ception to the Memorandum, nor did I think it reaſonable 
{o to doe, (whatever our Author doth, ) but only to ſhew 
that it was capable of two ſenſes; which our Author very 
diſcreetly takes for the Exception it ſelf, and formally an- 
{wers it, as if I had laid great weight upon it; whereas *tis 
all one to me, and to my Exception, let him interprer 
them which way he will, the Exception is direQed againſt 
both, as any man but our Author mult needs perceive : 
« That the Memorandum bears no date with reſpeCt to the 
© exact time when the King and the Duke. are faid to 
* have afſur'd the. Lord Arg/e/ey : Let the ambiguity of 
thoſe expreſſions (7he /aſt Se/ror) be determin'd to what 
ſenie A will; if to the laſt before the writing of it, then 
the Memorandum having no date, there can be no certain 
time hx'd when that Scflion was, and conſequently no de- 
terminate time when theſe words were ſpoken; and there- 
fore a ſuſpicious Evidence, as giving teſtimony to a matter 
of tact, and at the ſame time leaving the world in the dark 
when that fact was : Bur if to the laſt Seſſion of thar year, 
then allo ir bears no date with reſpect to the exa&t time 
of ſpeaking theſe words, becauſe the ſpace of time is too 
large and looſe to found a competent Evidence upon. A 
Sefton of Parliament may continue five, fix. or ſeaven 
Months, and ſo we have a matrer of fa&t faſtned to the 
compals of a hundred, two hundred or more days: fo thar 
take the ſenſe of thoſe expreſſions which way you pleaſe, 
the Exception affets them both, and we are ill in the 
dark, as to the exact time when that aſſurance was made; 
that therefore the Memorandum. is a wild and wandring 
| Evidence, 
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Evidence, and extraordinary fit indeed to.undecerve others, 
] which for the matter it aſſerts hath a very looſe date, and 
? for it ſelf hath no date at all. This and” ſomewhat more 
2 for confirmation and illuſtration of it, T had faid' before, 
and does not any man ſee what fine work our Author has 
made with it? He makes a ridiculous Exception, and 
then anſwers it as ridiculoufly; and the Anſiver (ſuch as it 
is.) was anſwer'd long before he made it, and even by the 
Exception he pretends to anſwer: For let the ſenſe he con- 
tends for be never ſo plain, my Exception lies againſt. that 
ſenſe equally with the other : And what can be ſqid ro ſuch 
an Anſwerer, who will nor be brought to ſpeak to the true 

oint, but ſpends his time in ta!king to his own ſhadow ? 
| ackie hereafter that he will anſwer my Exceptions; and 
for his own, he may let them alone, or diſpoſe of them 
as he pleaſes. | 

Next he tells us, Fo ſay that there 7s no Witneſs to it, is p. 58. 
a ſingular ſort of objeftion : | ſuppoſe, becauſe ir is fo very 
unuſual and extraordinary for men to require good proot : 
| if our Author could perfuade the world to that, it might 
i doe his Cauſe ſome ſervice; but when the belief of a mar- 
! ter of fa& depends upon the credibility of the Witneſs, it 
is very ſtrange with our Author that men ſhould demand 
that: bur he hath a reaſon, when his Lordſhip's Relations, 
and all that have ſeen this, and his other Writings, own it 
to be his hand. Alas, that men ſhould .be ſo nice and ſcru- 
pulous to -trouble themfelves about Witneſſes, when there 
are people enough in the world who know their hands, 
and there is no ſuch thing as forgery and counterfeit to be 
found. This would be a wiſe reafon in all other matters, 
where a .man's hand is called in queſtion, or produc'd to 
determine. a matter in controverſie. But ſuppoſe it, and 
let this go as far as it can, ( which is-more than I need to -. 
doe, till he gives better-procts than his own affirmations.) 
this I have to fay to it, thar as to his owning 27, I doubt 
that exprefſion-is a little of the largeſt ; for ro own. it, is 
in downright terms to affirm-it; and I believe none of his 
Lordſhip's Relations will doe that, or. hath allready done 
it, 
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At, and it would be too raſh and unadviſed for any tan to 
undeftake it; and the utmoſt that can be aid, is thar it 
"may be collected or gueſs'd at from the reſemblance it 
bears to his Lordſhip's other Writings, (if indeed it does 
bear ſuch reſemblance; ) hut if our Author does not, every 
body elſe knows, that the fſimilitude of hands is utterly in- 
ſufficient to determine the leaſt matter in the world, in 
-oppoſition to a dire&t, evident and undenyable Teſtimony : 
for *tis at beſt but a conjeftural Evidence, and a conjeCtu- 
Tal Evidence againſt a real one is none at all; it hath of it 
ſelf but very little force in point of proof, but that ſinks 
to. juſt nothing when the contrary is prov'd by dire& Evi- 
dence; and to urge this in any other matter, would be the 
moſt ridiculous thing in the world. Suppole, for inſtance, 
a man ſhould have his Teftimony upon Record, and ano- 
ther produce a Memorandum writ by a third perfon, af: 
Terting he ſaid the contrary ſome years after the ſaid Re- 
cord was taken, and that he conjectures it to be that per- 
lon's hand, or however it is like it: Can any man in his 
. wits think that this will baffle the Record, and a blind 
Paper with his conjeQures won it, be ſufficient to ſet 
alide the beſt Evidence in the Kingdome? This ſort of pro- 
ceeding would be thought more fit to be Ilaught at, than 
ſeriouſly dealt with; and this is the very caſe here: On 
the one ſide there are the Letters Patents direQly and plain- 
Iy afferting, that the King was the Author ;, on the other 
tate, and tor the contrary afſertion, there is a blind emo: 
randum, without any Witneſs, and ſupported only by con- 
XQures and likeneſs of hands, if there be that; Now at 
our Author's rate of arguing, this Iaſt carries the Cauſe in- 
vincibly, triumphs over the Broad Seals, and is more to 
be relied on than the beft Evidence in the world. And if 
any man can ſerioufly believe this, and determine his judg- 
ment by conjectures, againſt the moſt plain and evident 
proofs, that man may believe any thing, and all reaſons 
and, proofs are roy loft upon him; he is ſway'd by 
fancy or partiality., and ftands fortified by -ſuch precarious 
and arbitrary principles againit all rhe convictions in the 
world. 
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[ *5 } 
world. For if the conjeCtural proof of a proof ( whith is 
the utmoſt that can be fai@ on that fide; ) miſt carty the 
Cauſe againſt the 'moft dire& and oy thre oF 6eceÞ 
ris in vain to debare the rmattef by Res n/ and Evidence, 
but the decifion- of the Controverite ruſt be left 'to rioife' 
and Clamonr, to freaks ant whiraſies, th Kumour and itma- 
gon, the wildeſt and moſt capricious. things urider the 


Well, however that be; our Author hath' yet fordierhiing 

more to fay to- this: point ;- 4nd thus ba ft OS, 
there any thing more conmon', than for learnet or gredt 
men t» keave fuch Memorandiims 7 a Book tornrermning the 
Amnthor of it, when it was a Weſtion, of aboitt any other 
feeret relating to it, which they thought they had diſcover dt; 

ant yet "tis a thing unheard till now, that they were deny'd 
to be theirs whoſe Names they bear.” becanſe the day” of the 
Momb tas not mention'd, nor tbe Names of amy Wirneſſes 
added; when the' band” was cortfeffed to be the ſavie withy 
thei other Writings: And onr Authot' hath” a: Book” of 
Mr. Himders, intituled Apoltorii Gratte, iti which Fe 
writes that Lansberpius was the Antho# of it, of whom” be: 
there gives @ charatler. Not 2s to corfefflert of bartds, F 
have fpoke to jult before: and-a& tothe ref; our Aucher 
hath forgot the point in controverfſie (as ke fivays dot Þ þ 
he ought"to- have confider'd'r}# Pd" the Memoranlii, 
and the-foundavion. of” my Exceptions, and Her ir would' 
have appear'd what arr excefent' parallel he makes::. For is” 
there no- difference” between” writitig' Criticifits ant! con- 
jeQtares' por Aathors,” and leaying'the world to Believe of: 


refuſe then 45 rhey ſee oceaffon, ant a* Memoranudion 7 yy 
rented fort Poſterity, 16 undeceive. the-14 Orla, 0 cop "3 of 
popular miltakeFandprefidices; and'all fisupon the ple 


5 


cretlit of the Memorandiom it (elf* Meh ray write-their 
Criticiſms: how: where, and when they” pleaſe; ant leave: 
them-as rhey pleaſe; becauſe” rhey” ſiphifie: nothing” unleſs 
ſupported by othet' and more\ſubſantial reaſons; but if} a 
marwil be impoſing his Teftimony on the world. and: ex- 
pea rhar* they” ſhould lay afide- their prejulices upon” — 
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credit of that Teſtimony, in all reaſon he ought to take 
care that it be ſo convey 'd and corroborsted, that the world 
may be. afſur'd that it, is his own Teſtimony, and not fa- 
therd upon him to. ſhew tricks-with, and ſerve other mens 
turns. . This my Lord Angleſey knew well enough, (and no 
man. better, ) and if he had wrote the Paper, he knew at 
the ſame time he was not writing Criticiſms, but making 
an Evidence; and to fit it for that purpoſe, it ought to 
have been atteſted ; for his Lordſhip knew that an unat- 
teſted Paper is no Evidence in the world : and a Gentleman 
of his Lordſhip's prudence, and foreſight, and great know- 
ledge in the Laws, would never leave behind him a Me- 
morandum to convince others, and at the ſame time leave 
them deſtitute of all fit and proper means of being con- 
vinc'd that he wrote it himſelf; and it was by no means 


ſuitable to his Lordſhip's charaQer, to pretend to wndecerve 


others, by ſuch a deceitfull and ſuſpicious medzem as may 
create Tome Controverſies, but can end none. Our Author 
pretends great $kill.and niceneſs in diſtinguiſhing between 
PRI and genuine. Writings, and I defire to know whe- 
ther theſe be two of his marks of ſpurious Writings, that 
they are inconliſtent with the character of the Author, and 
that the ſubjeQ matter contradiQs an undenyable Teftimo- 
ny of the ſame Age. : 

But there was one Exception mcre which ourAuthor would 
not meddle with, and perhaps becauſe he could not tell how 
to diſguiſe-or miſrepreſent it; and that is, that the Memo- 
randum is inconfiſtent with it ſelf. The End is alleadg'd 
to be to wndecerve others, the Means to anſwer that End, 
the moſt improbable and unlikely that could be taken, and 
in a manner contradiQory to it, © as lodgin it in a vacant 
w aſe of a Book, never to be ſeen til Js his death, 
* and then liable to a thouſand contingencies; to be torn, 
* to fall into private hands, to ly negleQted, and never 
* ſee the light: And this our Author confirms, I doubt (faith 
he) if any other than one of My. Millington's great .cu- 
rioſity, and no bigottry, had the diſpoſal of my Lord Angle- 
iey's Books, we ſhould never have heard of the IR. 
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So that in our Author's own opinion this was a very un- 
hopefull way to ſecure the Ends of it, and the Memoran- 
dum was in the utmoſt hazard, when nothing could ſave it, 
and make it ſerviceable to theſe great Ends, but a con- 
JunQtion of two ſuch accidents, as that the Books ſhould be 
{old by AuQtion, and that Mr. M//:ngton ſhould amake the 
ſale. Now the End of every thing deſerves chiefly to be 
confider'd, as being the firit and principal thing in every 
aCtion, and for the attaining which, the whole is directed, 
and ſubſervient: and here we have a Memorandum pretend- 
ing a mighty zeal for Truth, and formally drawn up 29 
#ndecetive others; and at the lame time thruſt up in a cor- 
ner, and the perſons for whoſe uſe it was defignd, muſt 
come at it as well as they can; and they muſt be beholden 
to nice and unforeſeen accidents, (as our Author ob- 
ſeryes,) if ever they ſhall be the berter for it. Suppoſe 
one man ſhould tell another, $77, you are under a very 
great miſtake, and I have taken eſpecial care to undeceive 
you, by writing down the Truth, and ſetting my hand to 
it; but I have lock'd it up in my Study, and will keep it 
ſate enough as long as I live, but it may be you may ſee 
it after my death, though *ris a zhoxſand to one you never 
ſee it at all, and (to carry it on with our Author's obſer- 
vation, ) there is but one way in the world for it, that you 
perſuade Mr. Millington to {ve ſo long, and to make the 
ſale. Now (ſetting afide our Author's jeſt, and which 
perhaps may be a true one,) what contemptible notions 
have men of humane nature, who can without any. mani- 


| kſt and direct proof faſten ſuch things on a ſober and fe- 


rious man, and much more on a perſon of his Lordſhip's 
great wiſedom and caution ? But this 1s a point our Au- 
thor very quietly paſſes over, and leaves it to take its 
chance, although it is more material than any of the reſt : 
for hereby the Memorandum betrays it ſelf, diſcovers the 
forgery, and apparently ſhews that the Contriver forgot 
himſelt; he hath gone and afſign'd an End for the writing 
it inconſiſtent with it; he hath made the Writer appear 
very warm and zealous to xndecerve others, but os the 

ame 
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ſame time forgot, that the only thing whereby they ſhould 
be undeceiv'd, was to be all the while conceal 'd, and never 
to be ſeen, or however never thar the pretended Writer ei- 
ther did, or could know. By this time, I ſuppoſe, the 
Reader may perceive, that when our Author pretermitted 
the foundation of my Exceptions, (and which is alſo the 
foundation of the abs it felt, ) it was not out of 
miſtake or negligence, but induſtriouſly ; for here he -hath 
done the ſame with this Exception, which is expreſsly and 
in terms drawn from the End of the Memorandum: and 
had he mention'd either the one or the other, he muſt have 
ſpoke to this point, which it ſeems he could not tell how 
to doe, and therefore thought ic better to lay them wholly 
aſide, than to be at the trouble to raiſe Exceptions, and 
when he had done, not be able to lav them again. 

In farther proſecution of this Exception, and for the il- 
kuſtration and confirmation of ir, I had added,” © Had there 
« been no other way, fuch a one as this muſt have ſhifted 
«< as well as it could ; but when men may clear up Miſtakes 
* by living and undoubted Teſtimony, to commit it-to a 
< bit of Paper, and that alſo laid up in darkneſs and ob- 
© ſcurity, ſeems far from that zeal to Truth that this Je- 
* morandum pretends to; and for which End it pretends to 
© have been written. Had my Lord Arng/e/ey no Friends, 
* Relations, Acquaintance? &c. Which our Author thus 
repreſents, 1 rs no juft Exception to this Memorandum, that 


my Lord Angleſey did not communicate the contents of it to 


any of his Friends or Relations. And here in the fart place, 
his Reader (if he will take his word ) is to fuppoſe that 
this was my Exception ; whereas that is what is Juſt before 
mention'd, and this only added to illufirate and firengthen 
it; and it ſeems, with him there is no difference between 
an Exception, and what is brought to dlear and confirm it : 
Bur I believe he could diſtinguiſh this well enough, but he 
could not anfwer the Exception ; and thought he could 
fay ſomerhing to this, and therefore by a dexterous {lighc 
of hand, hath flipt this into the place of it. And ſecond- 
ly, even in the manner he hath mention'd it, he hath taken 
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"tare to hide the reaſon and ground of my adding it, which 


is appatently,” and in tertns, drawn from the End of the 
Memorandum, which - intimates a keen defire ro nndeceive 
others im this point, and conſequently the ſame defire to 
propagate and _ it; and there being two ſuch ways 
as one (at the beſt) very uncertain and hazardous, the 
other plain, open, and int all points ſufficient to anſwer 
that End, *tis nnaccountable his Lordſhip ſhould negle& the 
beſt, and betake himſelf ro the worſt in the world ; which 
our Author repreſents latnely arid imperfealy. as if there 
was no tfiore in it, than merely the not communicating it 
to his Relations; wheteas had he thought it not worth his 
notice, or had he purpos'd not to communicate it, he 
might have done as he pleafed, and neither wrote it nor 
told it: but when the Memorandum ſuppoſes ſuch a ſtrong 
impulſe upon him to #ndecerve others, as to commit it to 
writing, *tis unreaſonable to think that the ſame impulſe 
{hould not operate the right way, and direct his Lordſhip 
to the moſt proper and ſuitable courſes to anſwer his End, 
which are obvious to the meaneſt underſtanding, and which 
he had every moment opportunity to doe. This is the 
force of my —_— here, which our Author expreſles 
thus looſly and generally, and wirhout any manner of refe- 
rence to it; but this concern'd zþe End of the Memoran- 
dum, and our Author is refolv'd upon no manner of ac- 
count to meddle with, or mention that, leaſt he ſhould 
force himſelf, againſt his inclination, to ſpeak to it, and 
therefore hath allways very cautiouſly {lipt it our of the 
Queſtion; although all men (but our Author) will think, 
that as it is the principal thing in the intention of the Attor, 
fo it ought chiefly to be regarded in conſidering the nature 
of the Action. Voweres r6 let that paſs, although our 
Author takes the liberty to make me ſay what he pleaſe, 
and repreſents the Exceptions as it beft hketh him, and ac- 
cording as he thinks he can beſt deal wirhthem, I hope it 
may not be unreaſonable to expett, even from ſuch an An- 
fwerer, that he will at leaſt anſwer ſatisfaCtorily vyhat he 
repreſents himſelf, And thus ga For though 2. he 
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To Royal Brothers imparted the Secret to him, it does by 
no means follow that they intended he ſhould publiſh it to 
the World. No by no means, I muſt needs. grant him that 
Conſequence; and then in purſuance of that, and becauſe 
his Lordſhip would not betray the King's Secrets, he did 
not tell rhis to his Friends or Relations : But then, I pray, 
how came he to write it, and to write it for this End too, 
to undecerve others? 1 {ſuppoſe thoſe others could not be 
undeceiv'd without pb/i/hing of it, and 1 Aye alſo, that 
writing is publiſhing, as well as ſpeaking; but our Author 
did nor think of that: and therefore this was communicated 
to him as a Secret, or as no Secret ; it as a Secret, then 
he ought neither to tell it nor write it, except he wrote It 
on purpoſe that no. body ſhould fee it, and then it was 
admirably contriv'd to wndecerve others; it as no Secret, 
then that zeal for Truth (ſuppos'd in the Memorandum) 
would have obligd him to declare it, as being a thouſand, 
times more fit to anſwer his Ends; and the Conclufion is, 


let our Author's be an Anſwer or no Anſwer, let it be true 


or falſe, *ris. equally. and in both reſpects againſt the Me- 
morandum. 

Bur it this will not doe, our Author hath another An- 
Iwer in reſerve; and that is, Szppoſing they did not oblige 
him to filence, yet tis probable that his Lordſhip was not 
very fond of being diſturv'd by the clamours of ſome Church- 
wen tho carried things ſo high at that time. This is a ter- 
rible Reaſon : I perceive my Lord Angleſey was moſt cru- 
elly Prieſt-ridden, when for fear of them, he durſt not ſo 
much as whiſper ſuch a thing in the ears. of his. Friends, or 
Relations. Now if the Reader is ſo ſoft and eaſfie, as to 
admit this tor a Reaſon, let him take his liberty ; but 
withall, let him take this along with him. that *ris a Rea- 
{on againſt the Memorandum too: For a man mult ſtretch 
his faculties hard before he can believe that his Lordſhip. 
would convey an ungratefull and controverted Truth in 
tuch. a blind manner, and by ſuch a defeQive and ſuſpi- 
cious Paper, when at the ſame time, he knew for certain 
there would be 10 great and vidlent oppoſition. made a- 


gainſt 
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gainſt it. Had his Lordſhip ſtood in ſuch awe of the 
Churchmen, and expected before hand a fierce oppoſition, 
he would have made his Teſtimony ſure enough, and tranſ- 
/ mitted it in ſuch an unexceptionable manner, as they ſhould 
: not have been able to gainfay, or contradi&t it; whereas 
as it now lies, *tis impotent and uſeleſs, lyable to all the 
Exceptions in the world ; and the moſt violent oppoſers of 
the Church, how much ſoever they like it, have nor yer 
been able to make the leaſt proof of it, or to fay one wiſe 
word in defence of it. | 
Next he tells us, 1 affirm that there is no preſumption P, too. 
3 tbat the Royal Brothers communicated this to any other. 
7? And ſo far he is right, I did indeed affirm it; bur that he 
may keep his hand in, and repreſent nothing fairly, he adds 
} to it of his own, be/tdes the Lord Angleſey : which expreſ- 
2 fion contains an implication, as it they had communicated 
it to my Lord Ang/eſey, though to no other; and as he 
hath worded it, *tis only a {mall conceſſion that gives up 
the whole Queſtion : Bur he cannot be truſted with any 
| thing, and allways ſpoils it in the handling; and I have 
ten times more trouble to reſcue my ſenſe our of his hands, 
and to fer it ſtreight, than to anſwer any thing he hath ob- 
jected againſt it. And now let us proceed to his Anſwer, 
I hich (faith he) 7s a negatrve Argument, and proves no- 
thing. Very right, and T had told him ſo before, in ſo many 
words, | © This I confeſs is a negative; ] and it is ſome- pjag.p.13- 
what extraordinary to give that very thing in anſwer which 
I had before admitted and granted : I confeſs it is a nega- 
tive, and he anſwers 2t zs a negative; and 1o the Queſtion 
goes forward apace: and what kind of diſputing does he 
call this? Methinks he might have been contented with 
my conceſſions, and not trouble himſelf to anſwer what is 
granted allready, and much leſs to anſwer 1o ridiculouſly, 
as by the very {ame conceſſion that I had made to his 
hands. He adds, *Iis poſfeble my Lord Angleſey himſelf 
zold of this to others, though they may be ſince dead, or 
are not willing to tell it again. We are come to a fine 
paſs, when we muſt argue the matter by pofebr/zties; "tis 
| poſhble 
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-poſſible the Skie may fall, and then we ſhall catch Larks: *' : ) 
however *rwill ſerve the Reply as well as the Anſwer, *tis * 
poſſible he never told it to others and I care not much if 1 
{ add. *ris probable he never told it, becauſe *tis probable : on 
he never knew it himſelf. But what does this here? the | ® 
Queſtion here is not, Whether my Lord Ang/eſey? but © ky 
Whether the Two Kings told this to others? Bur I ſup. * rs 
- "poſe this was intended as an Anſwet, ſuch as it is, ro the * i 
Former, however he thruſt it in here: I find I may pardon © = 
his ſhifting my Exceptions, who makes ſuch work with : 
his own Anſwers, as to place them at randam, and jtmble 
things rogether that concern two difterent Queſtions. Bur 
as to the Two Kings he fays, If zhe Royal! Brothers bad 
ſpoke of it to no body elſe, it follows not that a Secret was 
never committed to one, becauſe it was not to more. Ve 
Tight, it does not follow neceſſarily, (and that muſt be his 1 © 
meaning, or elſe *tis nonſenſe, for I hope he does not think : L 
it utterly improbable they might tell it to more, if they 

rold it to one, ) and I never ſaid nor thought it did; and © F 
therefore this Anſwer, whatever it is, is nothing to me, ? 
k 

( 


- nor affeRs any thing that I have afferted; for ir may fol- ? 
low probably enough tor all that, that if it was committed * 
to one, it might alſo he committed to others, and this is 
all I made of it; and ſo my Argument ſtands in full force, 
ter the Anſwer be never fo true in it ſelf, and that isa 
pure Anſwer indeed which leaves the Argument in the ve- 
Ty ſame condition tt tound it : But our Author anſwers at 
rovers, and rambles from the Queſtion, and will neither 
underſtand it himſelf, nor ſuffer his Reader to underſtand 
it, or {o much as to ſee it; and 1 am forc'd to tire the 
Reader's patience and my own, {1o often to repeat what he 

Vind. p413- ought to have done; and thus it is in my own words, © I 
« thall leave it with all the world; wherher if this was 
< their conſtant and ffanding judgment, it is by any means 
* probable that they would not one time or other have de- 
<« clar'd the ſame to ſome other perſons; and conſequently, 

* that we ſhould have heard .it from ſome other quarter, 
* aud in ſome better manner than. by ſuch a blind Memo 


* randum. 
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© randum. This is a probable Argument, and ( as I take 
it) a very probable one too, and as ſuch TI ſhall leave it to 
the judgment of the Reader ; and our Author harh not ſaid 
one” word .to weaken the probability of it in any reſpe&t 


7 and out of his abundant tendernefs, will neither mention 


gor anſwer it; for to ſay it does not follow neceſſarily, is a 
ridiculous Anſwer to an Argument that concludes only pro- 


bably, the Argument is to one thing, and the Anſwer to 
another. | 


But before I leave this head, there is one thing more 


7! deſerves to be taken notice of; our Author here, and 
2 in ſeverall other places, calls this a Secret, meaning rhe 


Two Kings made a great Secret of it; and then I m___ 


theſe things will look like Riddles, that the Two Royal 
Brothers ſhould both of them in the fame inftant be in- 
clin'd to reveal what they had for ſeveral years concea[l'd in- 
violably ; and this alſo without the leaft hefitation or deli- 
beration in either of them, upon no manner of reaſon or 
proyocation, on fo flight an occaſion, and without caution. 
This I ſuppoſe does not look like telling a Secret, but_a 
trank and open declaration of what they did not care if all 
the world knew; and the Memorandum (it it may be cre- 
dited) plainly intimates that it was told with all pofflible 
openels and freedom, and defigr'd ro be ſpread abroad, ra- 
ther than be kept as a Secret : And then my Argument con- 
cludes yet more probably. that if this was their ſettled opi- 
nion, agd they made no Secret of it themſelves, in all proba- 
bility they would have told it ro many more, and then inſtead 
of having it confin'd to one man's private breaſt, or lodgd 
only in a blind Paper, we ſhould have had it in all men's 
mouths, and rung through the Kingdom. Theſe Kings 
were neither of them ſo happy as to have their moſt pri- 
vate aftairs kept ſecret; and what they endeavour'd to con- 
ceal, was ſoon divulg'd, not only through the Kingdom, 


| but through the World; and this was not only the fate of 


their private Speeches or Actions, but of their moſt ſecret 
Countels too; and it is one of. the moſt unaccountable 


things in the world, that when their cloſeſt Secrets ſhould 
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be diftlos'd on the houſe top, that only ſhould lie hid, 
and no body know it, which themſelves made no Secrer 
at all. | 

Art laſt he tells us, We ſhall preſently alleadge more than 
a preſumption, that both the ſaid Kings declar'd their opi- 
non to other People; and then about fifty Pages after ſays, 
The Royal Brothers ſaid the ſame to ſeverall others beſides 
my Lord Angleſey ; and particularly to ſome eminent per- 
ſons now living, who told me ſo much themſelves, with a 
liberty of mentioning their Names, which after all that has 
been offer'd, I ſee no neceſſity of doing. This is fine and 
delicate, our Author it ſeems is grown ſo very modeſt, and 
mealy mouth'd, that he will not take the liberty given him, 
though it tends more to his advantage (in this part of the 
Controverſie) than any thing he either hath faid, or can 
ſay ; but he that can fee no neceſſity of diſproving my Al 
ſertions, may at the ſame time ſee no neceility of proving 
his own. However *tis a little ſtrange, that when he hath 
hitherto an{ſwer'd not one word to the purpoſe, he will 
ſtrain courtefie, and not take the liberty to give a good An- 
ſwer, even when it was ready. I ſuppoſe, to make his 
Book all of a piece, he is ſo paſſionately reſolv'd againſt 
anſwering me, that he cannot prevail with himſelf, when 
he had the faireſt opportunity in his hands. In the mean 
time, it is very pleaſant to talk of Names and Teſtimonies 
in the Clouds, and eſpecially tor him, who lightly. turns 
off two grave and confiderable Authors, We ſhall hear and 
examine them, when they'll pleaſe to tell us their Names, 
and at the ſame time keeps his own Names and Witneſſes 
in his Pocket. But he that conſiders what great zeal, and 
little knowledge, he hath ſhew'd in this Cauſe, I ſuppoſe 
will not be over fond of taking his bare word for it. 


Having thus diſpatch'd what concerns the Memorandum, 
I proceed to conſider what he offers to my other Excep- 
tions; which he introduces with this Preface, By ſuch mice 
Cavils againſt the Memorandum. This, I ſuppoſe, we 
muſt take to ſupply the defe& of a better Anſwer; and 


when 
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when he hath ſaid nothing, or as good as nothing, to them, \[1!l'f 
it may doe well enough with ſome Readers to give them Win) 
hard names, and which to people very well inclin'd may - ot 
ſerve inſtead of the beſt Anſwer in the world. Burt if by Rab | 
ſuch Cavils, he means ſuch as he hath repreſented, and pre- Tl 
tended to anſwer, I will never contend with him about 
them, he may take them to himſelf; for the Cavils and 
Anſwers are all his own, and both equally trifling and im- 
pertinent. Well however, By ſuch nice Cavils (he tells 
us) we can eaſily judge of the Exceptions we may expett 
zo Dr. Walker's Account : and then it follows very metho- 
dically, that Gauden hop'd to make a fortune by this 
Book, &c. Why, did I ever urge that as an Exception to 
Dr. Walker's Account? No matter for that, I urg'd it 
ſome where or other, and upon ſome account or other ; 
and *tis unreaſonable to confine men to method and order, 5 
eſpecially when the placing the Exceptions in their right 
order, would ſhew their force, and ſtrength, and true 
meaning, which our Author is not diſpos'd to doe, and 
nothing in the world can make him. . Here he hath cram'd 
together things of a different nature, and made uſe of to 
: dilferent purpoſes, and placed alſo under a head to which 
! none of them belong. Thar Dr. Gauden hop'd to make 2 
| fortune by it, and the immorality of the prattice, were Ex- 
| Ceptions to Mr. Norrb's Papers; and the King's ſecret in- 
| rentions, remorſes of Conſcience, XC. were urg'd as intrin- 
ſick arguments to prove the Book genuine; and here our 
Author hath rank'd them under Exceptions to Dr. Walker's 
' account. A man would imagine he wrote his Anſwers in 
| looſe Papers, and tack*d them together juſt as they came 
| to hand, without conſidering whether they belong'd to one 
thing or another: at this rate we muſt go to ba/leting for 
1 the Controverſie, and take the Papers as they ariſe, after 
our Author hath jumbled them together; the Reader is 
likely to be enlightened in the true ſtate of the Caſe, and 
to perceive the force of my Exceptions and Proofs, and of 
his Anſwers, in ſuch a confuſed heap: Burt to place things 
rightly, and to anſwer them clearly and diſtinaly, is not 
| D ſuitable 
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ſuitable to the faculties of ſome Authors, nor to the Cauſe 
they maintain. And here I have got a new task, that in- 
ſtead of replying to Anſwers fairly propos'd, I muſt firſt 
clear my Exceptions and Proofs from that maſs of confu. 
fion he hath laid them in; and that the Reader may ſee 
his way before him, I muſt ſepatate what he hath huddled 
rogether, and fix it in its due order and proper place; and 
then he may know what it is, and to whar purpoſes uſed, 
which is impoſſble for him ro doe, as they ly here obſcur'd 
in diſorder and confuhfion. | 

That which we are -now upon is, #be Exceptions to 
Dr. Walker's account ; and after I had recited all that con- 
cern'd the Queſtion in that account, I made theſe obſerva- 
LIONS UPON It : | 7-1 

1. © Thatall that is tmaterial in that account, is tefoly'd 
* into the Teſtimony of Dr. Gazder himſelt. 
2. © That what feems to be otherwiſe, is of no validity 
at all, nor can have any force with a rational and wiſe 
man: and that becaufe. 
i. © It only ſeems to.-be ſomething more, bur in truth it is 
* not; and thoſe expreſhons which only ſeem ſo are, Thar 
* Dr. Gauden hewd him the heads of divers Chapters, and 
« ſome of the Diſcourſes written on them, and ſome time 
+ being ſpent in the peruſal; but in truth are not ſo, for 
* that Dr. Walker did not ſee him write them, nor fay they 
© were written with .his own hand. To this our Aurhor 
anfovers,' I belteve be is the only: man Irving that queſtions 
whether Dr. Walker meant Dy. Gauden's own writing, when 
he ſays. that before the whole was frmſh'd, Dr. Gauden tas 
pleas'd to acquaint him teith bis deſign, and ſhew Þim the 
Heads of droers Chapters, with ſome vf 'the Piſconrſes 
witten on them, and that My. Gifttard tranſcribd-a Copy of 
;t, Pur by his favour, the Queſtion is not what he meant, 
but what he fad - meanings are doubtfull rhings, and the 
{rictnels of Evidence is loſt, and men cannot ſupport them- 
lelves by plain words, when they have recourle to mean- 
ings and conttructions. That Dr. Wa/zer meant that Ir. 
Gauden was the Author, no body doubrs. but that he w_ 
a C) 
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alſo, the Book was written with his own hand, can never 


be made out by his words, either directly or by neceflary 
conſequence; and I am certain, that all the Evidence thar 
they have produc'd on that fide, is defeCtive in this point: 
for as for Mr. Giffard's tranſcribing a Copy of it, our Au- 
thor makes bold with Dr. Walker, and ſtretches a great 
deal beyond his meaning ; for all that he ſays is, thar Mr. 
Giffard tranſcrib'd a Copy of it, zf I be not much miſtaken ; Dy. wal- 
and he is __ indeed to interpret Dr. Walker's meaning, ker's Ac- 
who makes him aſſert peremptorily, what he only ſpeaks © P- 5: 
doubtfully, and with caution and limitation: However, 
the Reader may perceive already, and much more hereafter, 
how abſolutely neceſſary it was to unravell his confuſed 
web, and to ſet my Exceptions in their due light and proper 
places: For the account upon which I urg'd this was to 
thew, that however it might ſeem otherwiſe, yet in truth 
it was reſolv'd into Dr. Gazden's own Teſtimony ; and it 
is a pleaſant Anſwer to that to tell us, That Dr. Gauden 
acquainted him with his deſign that is, our Author proves 
my point inſtead of anſwering it, and that is the common 
ed of confuſion; and let Dr. Wa/ker mean what he 
leaſe, let him mean, if he thinks good, that it was in 
r. Gauder's hand, the Anſwer is ſhort and inſignificant, 
except ſuch his meaning would make him alfo a diſtin 
Evidence to the matter from Dr. Garden himſelf. Never:- 
theleſs, that I may deal fairly, (a method our Author is 
not acquainted with, ) I confeſs there was a Book written 
with Dr. Gauder's hand, and perhaps Dr. Wa/ker might 
have ſeen it, and I have (upon good grounds) own'd it 
ſufficiently already, but as it happens, our Author can 
make no uſe of it; for if he admits the Teſtimony, his 
whole Cauſe is loſt, and the ſame Evidence that fays that 
there was a Book in Dr. Gazder's hand writing, ſays alſo 
that he was not the Author, but the Tranſcriber; and he 
muſt take all or none: neverthelefs my obſervation ftands 
equally firm with and without it, that whatſoever is in 
Dr. Wa/ker's Account, is ultimately refolv'd into Dr. Gazy- 
der's Teſtimony ; and the Conſequence is certain and ut 
| D 2 denyable. 
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denyable, that whereas there are ſeveral other material cic- 
cumſtances, which not only fortifie a Teſtimony of this 
nature, but make it a direct Evidence of it ſelf; as the 
ſeeing the Author proceed with it from time to time, ſee- 
ivg corrections and alterations with his own hand; and 
when thoſe who were the moſt intimate with Dr. Garden, 
who liv'd in his houſe, and were (as they tell us.) privy 
to the Secrer, could not ſay one word to this; when neither 
Dr. IWa/ker's Account, nor Mrs. Gauder's Papers, have the 
leaſt ſyllable rending to this, and when at the ſame time 
we have all this, and more, for King Char/es's being the 
Author; when no man ever ſaw Dr. Gazden make any pro- 
oreſs in it, add to, or amend it, and when all this is di- 
realy and poſitively afſerted of King Charles, *tis a plea- 
{ant buſineſs that an Evidence fo plain and direCt in it ſelf, 
and ſo full as to all neceffary circumſtances, muſt be con- 
fronted by that which hath nothing at all of this, and 
which in it ſelf is no dire&t Evidence at all, but only a 
relative Evidence to another Evidence, and which other E- 
vidence alſo is good for nothing. Our Author here tells 
us. that this is all that can be faid of any Author in the 
world ; that is, that Dr. Gauden acquainted him with his 
deſign, and ſhew'd him ſome of the Heads and Chapters writ- 
ten on them : Now if that be all that can be faid of any 
Author in the world, then moſt certainly King Charles 
was the Author of this Book , for there is all this, and a 
great deal more too, even the ſeeing him write it, ſeeing 
the progreſs he made in it, ſeeing corrections and alterati- 
ons with his own hand; and I hope that is well proved, 
and beyond exception, which hath a//, and more than alL 
ro ſupport it. 

Bur I now come to an Exception indeed, and which our 
Author will by no means meddle with leaſt it burn his fin- 
gers, which turns hard upon Dr. Walker, and aftets all 
thar he ſays in this Cauſe; the other made his Teſtimony 
lame, bur this makes it falſe; and that is, 

2. © This Evidence Dr. Wa/ker hath contradiQted himſelf, 
< in another Teſtimony of bis in the hands of Dr. __ 

* an 
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& and given March 23.1690. inthele words, Dr. Walker and yin. p. 1g. 
« Mr. Giftard were both privy to theſe affairs, living together 
* © 77 the Biſhop's houſe, though the Dr. is uncertain whether 
3 © he ever read the Book in manuſcript, or only ſaw it with its 
« Title of the Chapters : But about a year after, when Dr. 
« Hollingworth had angerd him, Dr. Gaxden did not on- 
< ly ſhew him the Heads, and Diſcourſes, but after ſome 
«* time ſpent in the peruſal, be vouchſaft 10 ask my opinion 
* concerning it ; 10 that here is not only reading it, but 
reading it for ſome time ; and ſo reading it, as to give an 
* opinion and Judgment concerning it : and to ſhew how 
* well he remembred this, he tells us the very opinion he 
gave to Dr. Gauden about it ; and farther yet he adds, I Dr. Wal- 
* perfetly remember that in the ſecond Chapter, which 7s of ker's 4c- 
« 7he Death of the Earl of Straftord, there being theſe ©" P: + 
* words, He only hath been leaſt vext by them, who coun- 
* celled me not to conſent againft the vote of my con- 
© ſcience; and which ( he fays ) Dr. Gauden told him he 
* meant it of Biſhop Juxton : ſo that here we have peru- 
* ſing the Book, and that not tranſiently, but for ſome ime, 
* and perfefly remembring the ſubject matter of one Chap- 
© ter, and an intire ſentence in that Chapter, with a particu- 
< larexplicationrelating to it. This is very confiſtent with his 
being uncertain whether he ever read the Book in manuſcript, 
* or only ſaw it with its Title of the Chapters : he is uncer- 
* rain, and very certain, he remembers not, and he per- 
< fetly remembers the ſame things in the ſame ſtory ; an 
« excellent Evidence indeed, and much to be relyed on, who 
« interferes with himſelt, and contradiatts his own Teſti- 
* mony. And this I take to be a very conſiderable Ex- 
ception to Dr. Walker's Account, (and ſo I ſuppoſe will all 
men elſe, ) and which aftets his whole Teſtimony, and 
prejudices every thing he hath faid in this Cauſe, for there 
1s nothing more leſſens the credibility of a Witnefs, than 
| his contradicting himſelf, and telling two contrary ſtories 
of the ſame thing ; and it ſeems our Author is very well 
contented it ſhould be fo, for he hath not one word to ſay 
to it, nor takes the leaſt notice as it any ſuch pcon 
had 
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had been made. This is a new way of anſwering Excep- 
tions; methinks (if he could fay nothing elſe,) he might 
| have taken his own method, and told us (as he did once 
before) that it was in go when he faid this, but it was 92, 
two years after that he wrote his account, and therefore by 
his good leave it does not follow that he contradicted him- 
ſelf: In the mean time, *tis a groſs impoſing on the world, 
to tell them he anſwers Exceptions, and at the ſame time 
never ſo much as natne them. And here we ſee the arti- 
fice of Jumbling together things foreign to one another, on 
purpoſe to blind his Reader's eyes, that he may not per- 
ceive that he hath ſlunk away the moſt material Exception';, 
for had he ſet them in their own order, either he muſt not 
have omitted it, or if he had, it would have been eafily diſco- 
vered ; but he thought it might eſcape well enough in the 
croud, and paſs unobſerv'd when as he had ordered the 
' matter, no body knew where to find it ; but I have brought 
it to light again, and crave leave to tell him. that *tis a 
great blot upon Dr. Walker's Account, and *till he takes 
cate to clear it, as ſuch it will remain, and as ſuch a blot 
too, which diſcredits the whole, and makes his Teſtimony 
of no value as contradiCtory to it ſelf. 
But this is not all, there is one thing more I had obſerv'd, 
to ſhew the Reader what weight there is to be laid on 
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Dr. Wal- Di. Walker's alſertions; he ſays, I am as ſure as I can be of 
ker's Ac- any thing, that Dr. Gauden made the Extraft out of this 
count, P 8. Book call'd Apothegmata Carolina; and yet he is perfetly 
and notorioully miſtaken , for Dr. Hooker was the Au- 

thor of that Book, and not Dr. Gauden; and for the proof 

of this, befides Mr. Long*s Teſtimony, (which I had men- 

tion'd before, ) I have my ſelf ſeena Letter from Dr. Hooker 

to Dr. Goodall, in which he owns himſelf to be the Ay- 

thor ; and moreover gives an account, that at firſt he had 

made it much larger, but afterwards contrafted it to a 

pocket Book which he calls a Vade mecam. Now, inmy 

poor opinion, this bears exceeding hard upon Dr. Walker, 

and extremely leflens the credit of his afſeverations with 

| all wiſe men, For it a man can ſay, and deliberately 


print, 
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* print, I am as ſure as | con be of any thing, ( and that 
” one would think is ſure enough, and as much afſlurance 
as 2 man can give, ) of a moſt certain and notorious falſ- 
hood, that man's aſſurances fignifie nothing, except it be 
to aſſure the world that his word, how ſolemn ſoever, is 
not to he truſted : I am ſure Dr. Wa/ker cannot affirm with 
greater confidence, that Dr. Gazden was the Author of the 
{con, than he does that he'was the Author of the Apo. 
thegmata;, and one is manifeſtly falfe, and by that ler any 
man judge of the other. Nothing is more apparent than 
that this confident aflertion, uttered with the utmoſt de- 
ree of aſſurance, ſhakes the credit of his whole Book, 
and takes off the edge and force of all his affeverations. 
And what doth our Author fay to this? what hath he to offer 
to uphold the credit of his Witneſs? why, let Dr. Wa/ter's 
credit fink or fwim. *tis all one to him, he is not to con- 
cern himſelf in theſe dangerous matters ; he is hardned 
againſt medling with any thing that is material, and hath 
ſery'd this juſt as the other, and (by a way of anſwering 
peculiar to himſelf, hath not ſaid one word to it. 
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We now come to thoſe: commonly calVd Mr. Norrzh's 
Papers: And the firft n_ our Author takes notice of is, 
thoſe expreſſions in my Lord Chancellor Hyde's Letter, 

The particular you mention, has indeed been imparted to 
| me as a Secret; 1 am ſerry I ever knew it, and when it 
| ceaſes to be a Secret, it will pleaſe none but Mr. Milton. 
To this I had faid, © Was there no other Secrer in the world 
| © hut this, that the divulging of it would gratifie Mr. MZ 

] « ou? And to this he anſwers, les dowbtlefs, but T believe p >. 

| mot one that would pleaſe none but Mr. Milton, as. the ; 
Chancellor expreſſes tt. Very good : ayvd what does he 
mean by None © If he takes ir itrietly and grammatically, 
1s he ſeems to doe,) for no Perſon in the world beſides 
Mr. Milton, the Anſwer is both ridiculous and againſt 
himſz1f; tor our Author and his Party perieAly contutes 
it; and my Lord Chancellor knew well, that at that time 
there were-enow, and roo many, who would be grarifiet 
| with 
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with ſuch a Sectet, as the King's not being the Author of 
that Book; and therefore (according to his interpretation) 
that could not be the Secret which my Lord Chancellor 
meant. becauſe that was not appropriated to- his perſon, 
bur extended to all the Regicides, and impenitent Rebels, 
and their abettors; and though it might pleaſe him, yer 
others would be. pleaſed with it too, as well as he: So 
that if our Author inſiſts ſtrictly upon this term zone, his An- 
{wer undermines it ſelf; and whatever elſe the Secret might 
be, it is impoſſible it ſhould be this that my Lord Chan- 
cellor meant in his Letter. However, let it mean Mr. 
Milton alone and fingly, or let it mean him with others, or 
what he pleaſe, *tis all one to me, my Anſwer is the 
ſame, Theſe are myſticall expreſſions, and prove nothing , 
and tho my Lord Chancellor and Dr. Gauden might under- 
ſtand them well enough, yet no body elſe can, and much 
leſs draw any argument or proof from them ; for whatever, 
that Secret was, my Lord Chancellor's meaning is no leſs 
a Secret; and to argue from ſuch things, is to grope in the 
dark, and to diſpute by Propheſie. But our Author hath 
a Reaſon, For he (Mr. Milton) having particularly gueſt;- 
on'd the genuineſs of this Book, and offer'd a fair proof of 
the ſpuriuſneſs thereof , from intrinfick Evidence only, 
zwithout any farther light, would be extremely pleas'd to 
find his reaſonings and Judgment confirm'd by undenyable 
matters of fatf. Well, this is a Reaſon that ſuch a diſco- 
very would gratifie Mr. M/ton, which no body doubts ; 
but it is no Reaſon to prove that That was my Lord Chan- 
cellor's meaning, which is the only thing to be proved : 
Our Author was much art leaſure ſure to give Reaſons why 
Mr. M:/ton would be pleas'd ; there is no queſtion but he 
would be pleas'd with that, and with a great many other 
_—_ too, as bad as that; but our Author is very free of 
his Reaſons upon all occaſions but ſuch as need it. The 
Queſtion here is not, upon what Reaſons Mr. Milton 
would be pleaſed, whether upon theſe or any other, or 
none at all; but what were the Reaſons that induc'd my 
Lord Chancellor to make uſe of thoſe Expreflions? and ex- 
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7 cept our Author can tell that, his Anfiver is benighted, and 
hath loſt its way; he hath made ſome Reaſons for Mr. M;/- 
ton, but except he can make ſome for my Lord Chancellor 
too, he ſays nothing, nor ſpeaks to the Caſe before us. 

Bur whatever might be the meaning of thoſe Expreſſions, 
that my Lord Chancellor did not by them mean the Secret 
of Dr. Gauder's being the Author of this Book, I had pro- 
duc'd an undenyable and fſatisfaftory po from a Letter 
[ had the honour to receive from the Right Honourable the 
preſent Earl of Clarendon, my Lord Chancellor's Son, con- 
taining, among other things, © That his Lordſhip prepa- 
< ring to attend his Father in France, in the beginning of 
< the Summer 1674. his Lorſhip went firſt to Farnham, to 

< the late Biſhop of Winton; and among ſeverall things he 
< had in charge from the Biſhop to his Father, he bad 
« him tell him, that the King had very ill people about 

< him, who turn'd. all things into ridicule; that they en- 
<« deavour'd to bring him to have a mean opinion of his Fa- 
< ther, and to perſuade him that he was not the Author of 
« the Book which goes under his Name: And (when after 
< his Lordſhip's arrival in France, he had deliver'd his Fa- 
< ther theſe particulars among' others, to that concerning 
« the Book, his Father reply'd, Good God! I thought the 
« Marguis of Hartford had ſatisfied the King in that matter. 

| From hence (our Author ſays, and fays truly,) I would 

| infer, that my Lord Chancellor did not believe any other 

'  befides King Char/es the Firſt to be the Author, and that 

' he wondred any ſhould go about. to perſuade King Chaz /cs 

| the Second to queſtion it. This is the firſt time our Au- 

] thor hath repreſented my ſenſe fairly, and I thank him for 

it, and ſhould be glad ro encourage him; and if he will 

continue to doe ſo, I ſhall never find fault with him. ler 

him him make his Anſwers as ſtrong as he can, and the: 

ſtronger the better. And thus it follows, But for my part, P. 110. 

I think it very plain on the contrary, that þe beticved King 

Chwles the Firft not to'be the Author, and wondered that 

King Charles the Second ſhould not underſtand ſo much from 

the Marquis of Hartford: who as wi Walker and Mrs. _ 
iN en 
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den ,;nform. xs, wes the perſon that onrried. the : Manuſe ripe. 
ta the King in the Me - Wight; aud next to Dr. Gauden, 
himſe!f,. was beſt able to conuice his Son of the truth. This. 
our Author fairh is. very. plaiz 72 bym, which TI have no-. 
thing to doe to queſtion; but hefore it can be made plain 
to others, he ought to have ſhewed. the connexion C0- 
hexence that is between this and the information given to 
my Lord Chancellor, and tq:what patt of the information 
this ſenſe of the. words is directed; for I ſuppoſe our Au- 
thor will-not deny, that; this wozder and {4rprizc was oc- 
caſion'd by what was then told to his Lordſhip. And thus 
i is according, te our Author, -my Lord Clarendon informs; 
his Farther, that there were very 1 people endeavouring 
zo perſuade the King thot bis Fatber was. not the Author 
of the Book; upon. which my Lord. Chancellor falls in- 
r0 2 paſſiquate: exclamatign,,.. that the Marquis of Horr- 
Jord had not inform'd.:the King before, and faved thoſe ill 
7<ople, the labour. This. is. a, very 1ad thing, and much to 
be admir'd. My Lord Chancelles is inform'd that there 
were very ill people about the King, aQing ſuitable to 
their character, and endeavouring to perſuade him to two. 
very bad things; firſt to have a mean opinion of his Father, 
21d, in order ro that, toperfuade him that he was not the 


Author of his Book ; and. now-comes our Author and. makes. 


his Lordſhip ſo full of admiration, as. to .juſtifie and con- 


firm their il] praQices: Good God! that there ſhould be fo: 


much iniquity in the world, and. ſuch ill people as. to per- 
ſuade the King to a matter, and he not underſtand the 
{ame before from my Lord Marquis. 'Fhis is indeed won- 


derfully lurprifing > bur 'tis that avy man ſhould make 


{ach a con 


uQtion of his Lardſhip's expreſkons: And by 


his favour, theſe expreſſions denote not only a furprize, but. 


a reſentment alſo, and averfion in his Lordſhip to what 
was then told him; and this makes our Author's interpre- 


tation yet more pleaſant , his Lardſhip expreſſes a. great: 


diſlike and diſſatisfaction of what was then told him, and. 


in the ſame breath confirms it : He wonders that wicked 
people ſhould undertake to perſuade the King, and wan- 
.--- 
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Lord Marquis, who (according to our Author, ) was the 
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Gauder's being the Author 3 and S hn ( _ ts Se- 
peak. very tavourably ot 


iS Lot ip woiderfully flrpriz d 
and concetn'd, that the King ſhould, : 


Sv % 


the end of thoſe attempts upon fhe King, and 'tis the ve- 
y fame that is ſtill; proſecuted, aid by the: ſane means. 
he Book tauft be Blaſted for the fake of its Author, and 


the mertioty of that iricotnparable Prifice is. to- pattake of 


ſuade the world to” have an ill opinion of him, and ex- 
j 2 tinguith 


[36 J 
tinguiſh the horrour of his Martyrdom. And when the 
King's Image is the Image of his Vertues too, when there 
are 1o many full ſtreams of piety running quite through it, 
this is the grand objettion,, and not to be endur'd ; they 
have painted him a Monſter, of the” fouleſt lineaments and 
proportions, and therefore will not fuffer that PiQture of 
his own Soul, which is ſo exceeding lovely and beauti- 
tull, to be drawn by his own hand. But ſhould the Regi- 
cides have gain'd' their point, and intirely ſtifled this Book, 
and ſhould theſe men fucceed: in their attenipts, and rob 
him of the hohour of it, there are befides remaining ſo 
many noble monuments of his vertue and piety, as would 
be abundantly ſufficient to tranſmit to pofterity the glory 
of his name, and the impiety of his murther ; his Bloud 
would lye ftitl as heavy on their hands, and complicated 
with the fame execrable additions of murthering an ex- 
cellent Prince, and a very holy and innocent man. But to 
meats | | | 

Thoſe expreffions of my Lord: Chancellor are plain 
enough, and it requires a great deal more difficulty to 
miſtake, than not to apprehend them, and there needs 
no more than putting the Information and the Anſwer to- 
gether.: The Informarion is, there were very-71! people a: 
bout the King, who endeavour'd To perſuade him that his Fa: 
ther was not the Author, the. Antwer is, Good, God! |] 
thought the\ Marquis, of Hartford had ſatisfied the King 
za that matter. And\ what now does this ſurprize refer 
r0 ? Apparently to. the practices of thoſe ill people; and 
my Lord Charicellor ;exprefſed his wonder and reſentment, 
that hols Ut pabpls ſho have the, confidence” to per- 
fuade the King. that hjs Father was not the Author, when 
his Lordſhip had all' the.reafon. in the, world to' believe 
that the Marquis of Harrford had long before ſatisfied 
the Ring that his Father was the Author. This is. not 
enly ' an eaty and natural confiruQtion- of the words, but 
*ris. impoſhble rhere ſhould be any other, and preſerve the 
Tſenſe-antire, and confiſtent with "that Information given 
to his Lordihip. * But that 1 "might ; give; all ſarisfaQtion 
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| In this caſe, I made bold to write to the Right Honon- 
rable the preſent Earl of Clarendon, and humbly defired. in 
what ſenſe his Lordſhip took thoſe words of his Father ; 
( and certainly no perſon ſo fit to interpret the meaning,, 
as the ſame who gave the information, and with whom 
was the diſcourſe 5 and his Lordſhip was pleaſed to doe 
me the honour to write me an Anſwer ; which being ſo ve- 
ry full to the point in hand, together with other excellenr 
obſervations relating to the matter, I humbly beg his Lord- 
ſhip's pardon for making it publick. His Lord{hip's Let- 
ter follows verbatim. 


May the 5. 1599. 
Sir, 


I would not anſwer your Letter of the 29th of the laſt 
Month 1111 I had read Amyntor, (the Pamphlet you mention, ) 
which truly I had not done when I recerv'd it. And now 1 
have read it, 1 cannot but ſtand amazed at the unpudence 
of the Author, for the conſtruttion he makes of what my 
Father ſaid, —_ what T told him from the Biſhop of Win- 
cheſter, ( Dr. Morley,) ſpeaking of the endeavours were 
uſed to poſſeſs King Charles the Second with a mean opinion 
of his. Father, and that he was not the Author of the Book 
which goes under his name: The words were theſe, Good 
God! ( ſaid my Father, ) I thought the Marquis of Aarr- 
ford had fatisfied the King in that matter. I confeſs,1 
underſtood theſe words in a quite different ſenſe from. the 
Author of Amyntor ; namely, that my Father thowght-4he 
Marguis of Hartford had ſatisfied King Charles the Secand 
that bis Father was the Author of that Book hich. goes :un- 
der his name and the rather, becauſe I never heard m 
Father let fall the lealt word, as if he doubted the King's 
being the Author of that Book. T cannot but ovſerve that 
Ars. Gauden in her Narrative printed iz Amymor, ſays 
that ber Husband meetings with Dr. Morley, he fell no 
diſcourfe how ſenſible he Was of rhe great ſervices which 
he had done his preſent Majeſty, and the Royal Family, in 


compoling. 


CRT  » | 
compoſing and ſetting forth that excellent piece called the 
King's Book. If this were true, that Biſhop Morley knero 
. that Biſhop Gauden had compoſed the King's Book, and that 
he had acquainted Sir Edward Hyde with it ( as the Nar- 
rative ſays, ) I leave it to you, or any one, to judge whether 
it were poſfible that Biſhop Morley could hold that diſcourſe 
with me which I have mention'd : Every body then knew the 
intimacy and friendſhip 1 had with that good Biſhop, and he 
very well knew bow intirely I was truſted by my Father , 
Jo that *twas impoſſible the Biſhop could make that complaint 

to me of the endeavours uſed to perſuade the King , that 
his Father was not the Author of the Book which goes under 
his name, if be had known or believed that Biſhop Gauden 
had compoſed it : and I am confident my Father would bave 
laugh'd at the > mg of Wincheſter for ſending ſuch an 
errand by me, if be had believ'd Biſhop Gauden to have been 
the Author of that Book; and I do verily believe my Father 
'vould have told me upon that occaſion, if he had had the 
leaſt intimation that Biſhop Gauden had compoſed it. I wiſh 
 zvbat I have here told you may be {« rs 'P 6” ſs or of 
any ufe to the honeſt Cauſe you defend. I am, Sir, 

| Tour, &C. 


Clarendon. 


And now I ſuppoſe the Reader is abundantly fatisfied, and 
that not only in the particular cafe before us, but alſo of 
other points very material in this Controverfie; and *tis 
from hence exceedingly clear and convincing, not only 
what was the true ſenſe of my Lord Chancellor's expreſh- 
ons, but alfo that neither my Lord Chancellor, nor Biſhop 
Moyley, knew or believ'd the leaſt tittle of Dr. Gauder's 
being the Author of this Book; and this perfeQAly confutes 
both our Author's interpretation of theſe expreſſions, and 
of thoſe in my Lord Chancellor's Letter, and alfo Mrs. Gau- 
ders Narrative, But I ſhall not need to remark any thing 
from my Lord Clarendors Letter, which is fo very full 
and HarisfqQtory of it {&lf, and therefore I proceed. 
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Our Author to confarm his interpretation tells us, that 
the Marguzs of Hartford, as Dy. Walker and Mrs. Gauden 
inform us, was the perſon who carried ihe Manuſcript to 
tbe King in the Ule of Wight, azd fo next to Dr. Gauden. 
beſt able to convince Dis Son. Now if the interpretation of 
my Lord Chancellor's ſurprize before fer down be true, 
(and I will leave it with any Reader in the world, ) then 
it follows, that Dr. Wa/ker's and Mrs. Gaxder's informa- 
tions are both falfe. The Marquis of Hartford never car- 
ried ſuch a Manuſcript to the I//e of Wight, and my Lord 
Chancellor knew that his Lordſhip's abilities tended the o- 
ther way, and he was well able to convince the King rhar 
his Father was the Author. However our Author adds. 
Moreover, bow could the Bifhop of Winton imagine the it 
people about Charles MH. could bring him to doubs of bis Father” s 
being the Author, if be really knew it to be witten by him? 
when upon this ſuppoſition, be was rather capable of ſaiisfying 
all thoje who bad any ſcruples in this affarr. Well, whatever 
the Biſhop might imagine, I am ſure our Author's imagi- 
nation 15 extremely wild ; it feems with him *tis very un- 
accountable that 2// people ſhould go about to perſuade the 
King to any matter contrary to his knowledge or beliet; 
L ſuppoſe becauſe Kings are the fecureſt people in the 
world, and have neither flacterers nor hypocrites abour 
them: Bur when ſuch peſts are allways hovering abour 


Majeſty, and make no manner of ſcruple to perſuade 


Kings contrary to what they know themſelves, "tis rery 
much indeed that they fhould dare to offer any thing con- 
trary to their belief: And the very charaQer of the perſons 
ſuſkciently accounts for this; they were 7// people, -and'con- 
{equently ſtuck at nothing, how baſe, unreaſonable or falſe 
{oever; and it is a firange thing ir ſeems, that the Biſhop 
of Vinton ſhculd wnagine that 7/! people thould doe it} 
things. But whatever may be faid of the people, how 
coald the Biſhop imagine thar theſe ill people ſhould gain 
their point, and bring the King to doubt, when the King 
himfelf could bave ſatisfied them to the contrary ® But this 
imagiuation is all his own, there is not one word + the 
Ung's 


[ 40 ] 
King's doubting, or any thing like it, in the Biſhop's meſ. 
ſage, which relates nothing at all to any effett it had, 


or was like to have on the King, but only to the endea- 


vours of thoſe ill people ;, bur he can repreſent nothing 
fairly. However ſince we are upon 7magimations, I have 
{ſomething to exerciſe his faculty upon, and in order to 
that I make bold to repeat my Lord Clarendor's obſerva- 
tion out of Mrs. Gauder's Narrative, and to add ſomething 
to his Lordſhip's excellent remarks upon it, and in pag. 122. 
of his own Book, he will find theſe words, And Dy. Gauden 
meeting with Dr. Morley, be fell into diſcourſe how ſenſible he 
was of the great ſervice he had done his preſent Majeſty and 
the Royal Family, in compoſing and ſetting forth that excel- 
lent peice calPd the King's Book; and afterwards, Dr. Mor- 
ley alſo told him, that he had acquainted Sir Edward Hyde 
with the buſineſs, and that be did very much commend and 
admire it. And to make this matter yet ſurer, ſhe tells, 
that this diſcourſe with Dr. Morey encourag'd her Husband 
to proceed in the buſineſs, and to ſpeak to Dr. She/don &c. 
Here we have ( according to Mrs. Gazder, ) Dr. Morley 
owning to Dr. Gauden himſelf his knowledge that he was 
the Author, and the great ſervices he had thereby done to 
the Crown; and farther the fame Dr. Morley acquainting 
my Lord Chancellor with it, and that his Lordſhip very 
much commended it. And now letour Author or any Man 
elſe imagine, 

1. Whether Biſhop Mor/ey could repreſent thoſe as 
very ul men, and conſequently thoſe very i/! praftices, 
which tended to perſuade the King that bis Father was 
not the Author, it he himſelf knew it to be certainly 
true. ; 

2. Whether Biſhop Mor/ey could ſend ſuch a mock me/- 
Jage to any perſon in the world, and much leſs to a per- 
{on of Honour, and by a perſon of . my Lord Cre: 
charaQter and quality. 

2. Whether he could ſend this, eſpecially to my Lord 
Chancellor, if it was Biſhop Morley himſelf who ac- 
quainted my Loxd Chancellor that Dr. Gauden was. the 


Author. 
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Author. This is ſending ſcorns and affronts, inſtead of 2 


ſerious, and indeed a very paſſionate meſſage. 


4. Whether, if this were true, my Lord Chancellor's ſur- 
prize and reſentment would not have operated the con- 
trary way, that Biſhop Morley ſhould ſend him a meſſage 


in a manner contradittory to his own particular' informa- 
tion to his Lordſhip. 


5. Whether this does not direGtly contradict our Author's 


interpetation of that Secret mention'd in my Lord Chan- 
cellor's Letter : there his Lordſhip ſpeaks of it with great 
diſguſt and diffatisfattion, I am ſorry T ever knew it; bur 
here, it ſemes, he did very much commend and admire it. 
And therefore, 

6. Whether ( upon the whole) Mrs. Gauden's Norrat io. 
be not all dream and imagination, the product of vapors 
and the ſpleen, and hath no real foundation in the world. 

We come now to conſider fome other Expreffions men- 
tion'd in thoſe Papers, from a Petition of Dr. Garder's to 
the King, and a Letter of his to the Duke of Work; which 


our Author thus repreſents, As for Dr. Gauden's great p, ,,.., 


ſervice, and his ſaying in a Letter to the Chancellor, that 
what was done like a King ſhould have a King-like retri- 
bution, Mr. W. ſays theſe are myſtical expreſſions, and that 
by them he might probably mean a Book be wrote againſt 
the Covenant, and a Proteſtation be publiſh'd againſt the 
King's death, neither of which could be term'd ſuch ex- 


traordinary ſervices, when many others Þad done the ſame. 


and more; much leſs could it be ſaid that either of thoſe 
Books was done like a Kine, or deſcry'd a King-like rc- 
tribution. And here we have our Author at the old trade 
again, of miſrepreſenting my Anſwer, and leaving behind 
him all the force of it : Any man who reads this, would 
think that it extended only to thoſe two Books, whereas 
my Anſwer is general, and does not refer to thoſe two 
Books in particular, which I added only (at the latter end ) 
by way of conjecture ; and whether that conjecture be 
true or falſe, my Anſwer is the ſame, independent on it, 


and not relative to it: In theſe words, © Were there no Vir. p.20. 
F 


* other 
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< other ſervices that Dr. Gauden had done befides ? or at 
< leaſt that he might plead, whether he had done them or 
© not? Was it not poſhble for Dr. Gazdez to have, or pre- 
* tended to have done like a King, 7.e. freely and magnifi- 
* cently ( as that Scripture expreſſion means in the caſe 
* of Araunah) but this fingle inſtance ? And need our Au- 
thor be told wherein the torce of this Anſwer confiſts ? 
There are general Expreflions in Dr. Gazder's Petition and 
Lerter, which the Advocates on that fide will needs have 
to mean writing the Book; and the Anſwer is, what ne- 
ceiity is there for thar, ſeeing there might be other {er- 
vices which Dr. Gauden actually had done, or at leaſt might 
pretend it ? And whoever will anſwer that, muſt ſhew that 
Dr. Gauden neither did, nor could pretend to any other, 
or that thoſe Expreſſions dired&tly, or by neceſſary implica- 
tion, mean the being the Author of that Book, which *tis 
impoſſible tor them ro doe: For by what conſtruction does 
great ſervices mean nothing elſe but compoſing that very 
Book ? and why does doeing like a King mean writing a 
Book in the King's name ? for thoſe very expreſſions ( from 
whence Dr. Gauden borrowed them ) mean quite other- 
wile ; for I hope Araunahb's offering to give to King David 
a Treſhing-floor and materials for Sacrifice, did not mean 
perionating him, and counterfeiting his name; but they 
mean, and mean only. giving freely and generouſly without 
bzing paid. for them, or expecting any retribution or re- 
compenle : But the ſervices Dr. Gauden had done, or 
might plead he had done, though he never did them, whar- 
ever he pretended, were not done /ite @ King, but /ike a 
mercenary, for he not only expected. but was clamorous for 
a reward. Burt this, it ſeems, was out of our Author's 
Province, he is for letring the Anſwer alone, to ſtand or 
tall at the mercy ct the Reader; and inſtead of that 
ſpends his rime 1n picking up ſomething here and there, and. 


flouriſhing upon them, bur even then will not give a fatis- 


factory Antwer : For as to thoſe two Books, and the pro- 
bability or that being the plea Dr. Gauden made to the 
&mg, cur Author thus anſwers, Thoſe could net be termed 


fuch 
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Juch extraordinary ſervices, when many others ha4 done the 
ſame, and more ,, as if nothing could be called cextrauordi- 
nary, becauſe the like or better had been done by ſeveral 
others. wnereas extraor dinary is oppoled to ordinary. CORTHON,, 
uſuall, and whatſoever is out of the common road may 
be termed extraordinary. Suppoſe I ſhould ſay our Authcr 
here . gives an extraordinary Anſwer, ( and that rerm is c- 
qually applicable ro mean as to great ſervices; ) will he 
think to diſcharge himſelf, by ſaying others have given as 
bad or worſe? However, that is not Dr. Gauder's Exprei- 
fion, but he terms them Great Services; and I hope a main 
may think his own ſervices great enough, without any di. 


- minution to others, who have done as great or greater : 


And indeed the true way of conſtruing rhofe Expreffions, 
is not to try them by the ſtricteſt ſenſe the words will 
bear, but by conſidering them as coming from Dr. Gadec- 
himſelf, as being his own repreſentation of his own merits ; 
and then 1 ſuppoſe they -may be interpreted with fome 
grains of allowance : Here he himſelf, tor want of a better, 
was pleading his own merits for preferment, and I hopz 
4 little Rhetorick may be allow'd in ſuch cafes, and a 
man may make the beſt of his own Cauſe ; and theretore 
[ will grant our Author, that neither of. thoſe two Books, 
nor any other of Dr. Gazden's ſervices were extraordinary, 
or King-!ike, it you are reſolv'd to take thoſe words in a 
ftri&t ſenſe; but if a man may be admitted to he his 
own Orator, I cannot ſay bur thoſe, and a great many 
other - epithets as fair as they, may be aſcrib'd to far les 
performances than cither of thoſe two Books. 

In the mean time, and as an addirion to our Aurhor's 
great exactneſs, here are two other very material things, 
which he hath totally paſſed over, and does not think 
them worth the naming ; 

1. That if all they alleadge were admitted, if thoſe ex- 
preſhons did in trurh mean that he was the Author, it 
would he only the ſingle Teftimony of Dr. Gaze him- 
felf, bur this is 2 point he hath allways induſtriouſly a- 
voided, and will not be a with to Ineak one word 

2 [i 
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to it, though it concerns the. Cauſe he pretends to main- 
tain, as much ar leaff, if not a great deal more, than any 
thing he hath taken notice of, Bur I ſhall have occaſion. 
hereafter to take more particular notice of his groſs omiſ- 
ſions in this kind. | 

2. © That this plainly contradiats Dr. Wa/ker's Evidence, 
* which is, that Dr. Gauden told him Þe could not poſe- 
<« rrvely and certainly ſay, that King Charles the ſecond 
« knew that be wrote the Book; and it would look ve- 


* ry ridiculous to preſent a petition to that King, and . 


«to uſe it as an inſtance to recommend him to his ta- 
* your, that in behalf of the Royal Family, be had. done 
* like a King, meaning he had writ the Book, and at 
* the ſame time zot &now whether that King knew he 
* was the Author of ir. Now all this ſtands juſt before 
thoſe things our Author hath mentioned, and I hope *tis 
no immodett queſtion to ask how they came to eſcape him? 
are Contradictions ſuch {ſmall things as not to be worth the 
reconciling ? Bur I find Dr. Walker is but little beholding 
ro him, tor let him contradict himſelf, or let him con- 
tradict Dr. Gauder, ( as he interprets him, ) 'tis all one to 
him. he will afford him no help; and except there be ſome 
other charitable perſon to remove thoſe rubs out of the 
way, there they mult lye for our Author, *tis enough for 
him to tell a tew ſtories, and to mangle the Caule, let 
other people take care of the Arguments and ContradiCti- 
ons. Well, though our Author hath forgot theſe, it may 
be there are other Contradictions he' can turn his hand to, 
and this is the next thing : 

The Contradictions between Dr. Walker's. Account and 
Mrs. Gazder's Narrative. It 1s objeded (faith he) that 
Dr. Walker's and Mrs. Gauden's Teſtimonies contraditt one 
another, but how? Dr. Walker ſays that Dr. Gauden zo/d 
him, be did net know if King Charles the Firſt had ſeen 


the Book, but Mrs. Gauden affirms, that the Marquis of 


Hartford zo/d her Husband the King had ſeen and appou'd 
it, This is our Author's repreſentation of the matter, but 
how lamely and impertectly, aud ke himſelf, we my 
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ſee preſently, but fiſt let us take his Anſiver : Both which 
aſſertions are conſiſtent enough together, for Dr. Gauden 
might be jgnorant that the King had ſeen. it when Dr. Wal- 
ker as#d him that Queſtion, who ne never mentiond 
zt to him again in their diſcourſes about this matter, or might 
eaſily forget it, as Þe ſays be did ſeveral other particulars, 
little foreſeeing he ſhould ever be oblig'd to make this diſco- 
very; and beſides, we muſt upon all accounts allow his Wife 
t0 know more creme of thee buſineſs, as of moſt others, 
than his friend. Well, I perceive our Author is allways for 
reconciling Contradictions by Chronology, but he hath the 
worlt hand at it that ever I ſaw: Dr. Gauden (faith he) 
might be ignorant of it when Dr. Walker as#d him that Que- 

7009, Now here are two things to be inquired into, Firſt, 
When Dr. Gazder is ſaid to have known that the King /aw 
it, and approv'd it ;, and Secondly, When Dr. Walker ask'd 
him the Queſtion : And as to the firſt, Mrs. Garuder's Nar- 
rative informs us, and after the recital of the information 
given. him by the Marquis of Hartford adds, pon this p, 118. 
( 7. e. upon the Marquis's telling him all the diſcourſe 
with the King,) my Husband told my Lord Marguis, that 
in his opinion there was no way ſo probable to ſave his 
Majeſty's hife, as by endeavouring 19 move the hearts, &c.. 
and thai be thought that that Book would be effeftual to that 
purpoſe. Then my Lord bad him doe what he would. ------. 
Then immediately my Husband reſolo'd to print it with all 
ſpeed, ------ only he then added the Eflay upon their denying 
his Majeſty the attendance of Þ1s Chaplains, and the Me- 
ditation of Death after the Votes of Non-addreſſes. So. 
that here. we have three periods ct time, and each of them 
ſufficient for our purpoſe; *twas before his Majeſty's death, 
before the Book was ſent to the Preſs, and before the ad- 
dition of two Chapters. Next ler us enquire when Dr. Wal- Dr. Wal 
ker ask'd him the Queſtion, and that Dr. Walker tells us in Kr's A+, 
expreſs terms in theſe words, Dr. Gauden ſome time after ** B+ 3: 
the King was murther'd, upon my asking him whether the 
King had ever ſeen the Book, gave me this Anſwer, 1 know 
it certainly no more than you : v0 that when Dr, Il/ _—_ 

ask'd 
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a5k'd the Queſtion, and receiv'd the Anſwer, 7t was ſome 
time aflier the King's miurthber, and that's a conſiderable 
rim2 after the Marquis inform'd Dr. Gazder that the King 
had ſeen and approv'd ir. according to Mrs. Gazden, fo 
that our Author hath fairly compromis'd the bufinels : 
Pr. Gauden might be ignorant that the King had ſeen it 
when Pr. Walker as/*d the Queſtion, meaning a Month or 
two after he had been told it; a very fair reconciliati- 
on, and the aſierrions very conſiſtent : our Author had as 
z00d have drop'd this Contradittion as well as the other, 
except he could have found ſome better Anſiwer to it. Bur 
our Author to ſupply and help this out, harh another An- 
iwer, or ( Pr. Walker) might eafily forget it, as be ſays 
he did ſeveral ather particulars. Forget what? Why, 
when Dr. Gauden told him : Bur Dr. Walker is as poſitive 
to the time as to the thing, and it he forgot one he might 
forget the other too, and by the ſame reaſon he hath for- 
got all his Book; and.'tis nothing elſe but the efte& of a 
bad memory, which I ſhall readily grant; and our Author's 
reaſon helps the matter much, os he ſays be did ſeverall 
other particulars; that is, becauſe Dr. Walker forgot what 
he did not mention. therefore he alſo forgot whar he hath 
mention'd; and if a man forgets what he does not fay and 
what he does ſay too, he is an excellent Evidence, and of 
extraordinary credit. Sure our Author owes Dr. Walker a 
ſpite, he treats him ſo courſly at every turn; he ſuffers 
him ro contradi& himſelf, Dr. Gazdern, and Mrs. Gouden, 
and at laft hath made him to forget his own Teſtimony. 
Bur there is another Anſwer yer behind, We muſt upon all 
gecounts allow his Wife to know more circumſtances of this 
buſineſs, as of moſt others, than his friend: Very well. 
and let that be allow'd, but I ſuppoſe no body will allow 
upon any account thar ſhe knew contrad:tfory circumſtan- 
ces; and: the Queſtion is not whether ſhe or Dr. Walker 
knew more or leſs of the buſineſs, but whether rhey both 
knew what is contradictory in the ſame buſineſs; and it is 
2 fine buſineſs indeed, which will admit of two perſons 
knowing contradiQtions about it, Dr, Walker (if he may 


be 
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be believ'd ) knew that after the King's murther, Dr. Gav- 
den knew no more than himſelf, whether the King had 
ever ſeen it; but Mrs. Gauden (if ſhe may be believd ) 
knew the clean contrary, that her Husband long before 
knew that the King had both ſeen and approv'd it. Now 
this Teſtimony having bur one ſmall encumbrance upon ir, 
that *tis utterly impoſſible; I ſuppoſe all indiFerent men 
wilt conclude thar neither of them knew any thing of the 
matter. 

Before I go any farther, I mult undertake the task our 


Author allways ſets me, and recite the material omiffions 


he hath made of the Contradictions thar relate to this 
branch of the Evidence, and ſuch alſo as do direaly and in 
plain terms confute his Anſwer. 

In Mrs. Gazder's Evidence, the Marquis told her Hus- 
band the King liked it well, and asked whether it could not 
be put out in ſome other name; and the Narrative ſays that 
Biſhop Duppa read ſome of the Eſſays to him : In Dr. IWal- 


ker's, Dr. Gauden ventur'd to print it, and never Knew 


what was the ifſite of ſending it. So that here we have 
not only a groſs ContradiEtion, but wirhall, a perfe&t con- 
tutation of our Author's: Chronology ; for when was it 
that Dr. Gauden never knew the iſſue * why, when be 
ventur'd to print it - and yet Mrs. Gauden ſays, that 
all that information from the Marquis, was not only be- 
fore the actual ſending to the Preſs, but before he had ta- 
ken any refolution to doe it; Ther (ſays ſhe) mmediately 
my Husband reſolv'd to print it with all ſpeed. Then, that 
is, after the Marquis had told him the whole tranſ- 


action with the King, and Dr. Garden had given his opi- p. 118. 


nion upon it, my Lord bad my Husband to doe what he would, 
in regard the caſe was deſperate; and then he reſolv'd to 
print it, upon that liberty the Lord Marquis had given 
him. So thar according to Dr. Walker, be ventur*d to print 
it, and never knew what was the iſſue of ſending it ; ac- 
cording to Mrs. Gauden, he was compleatly inform'd of the 
whole matter, and had my Lord Marquis's leave, before 
he reſoly'd to printit; and in farther Gd - this, 

| r. Walker 
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Dr. Walker adds, when the thing was done, he judged it not 
prudent to make any farther noiſe about it by inquiry ,, 
which is another perteCt contradiction to all and every 
thing that Mrs. Gazden ſays on this head, and as pertett a 
confutation of our Author; for, when the thing was done, 
that is, when the Book was printed. So that from firſt to 
laſt, he knew nothing of what the Marquis faid to the 
King, or the King to the Marquis; and thought it more- 
over the wiſeſt courſe to keep himſelf ſtill in ignorance, 
leaſt -he ſhould make too much noiſe -about it ; but ac- 
cording to Mrs. Gazden, there was neither need of his 
prudence or inquiry, for all the noiſe had been made all- 
ready, and he had been fully inform'd of the whole mart- 
ter. But theſe are things our Author will by no means 
take notice of, although an indifferent perſon will be apt to 
think they need ſome of his help ; but here his Chronolo- 
gy fails him, and he hath nothing elſe to ſay, and there- 
tore *tis better to follow Dr. Gawder's prudence, and make 
no noiſe about 1t. 

Our Author goes on, The next ſuppoſed Contradidion is, 
that Dr. Walker ſays Dr. Gauden once told bim after the 
Reſtauration, that he did not poſitruely and certainly know 
if King Charles the Second knew be wrote Icon Baſilike, 
though be believ'd be might, becauſe the Duke of York did, 
and own'd it to have been a ſcaſonable and acceptable ſer- 
vice : But Mrs. Gauden affirms, that her Husband acquain- 
zed the King with it himſelf, which is very true : but pray 
let us examine at what time; after his diſcourſe with 
Dr. Walker, moſt certainly; for doth ſhe not in clear and 
drett terms ſay, that it was in his laſt ſickneſs, which 
prov'd mortal to him? and the reaſon was, becauſe ſome 


. perſons defir'd to have it concealed, to which he was not wil- 


ling, by reaſon of his numerous family &c. Now here our 
Author ſtrains hard to accommodate matters, and bring 


both ends together ; but he takes the worſt courſe in the 
world, and prevaricates both: with Dr. Wa/ker and Mrs. 
Garden, to peice their Teſtimony, and make them con- 
liſtent; tor to clear that peremptory aſſertion, that Dr. 


Garden 
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Gauden acquainted the King, (affirm'd by Mrs. Gaudez, } 
was after that diſcourſe with Dr. Walker, mcſt certain- 
ly; he adds, for does ſhe not im clear and dirett terms ſay 
that it was in his laſt ſickneſs, which preo'd mortal 19 
him 2 1 anſwer, No indeed, fhe does not ; for to ſay ir in 
dirett terms is (as I take it) to ay it in thoſe terms, or 
at leaſt in terms direttly implying it; but ſhe neither ex- 
preſſes it in thoſe terms, nor in the ſenſe thoſe rerms are 

commonly taken; and all that ſhe does fay is, zbat God Þ. 124, 
viſited her Husband with an infirmity, which he had great 
cauſe to fear would (as it did) prove mortal t9 him: But 
then it was ſuch an infirmity, as neither hindred him from 
converſing with his friends, or following his affairs; but 
that would not doe, and therefore it is to be called his 
cf ſickneſs, as it it had been upon his Death-bed, and 
r. Walker had no opportunity to diſcourſe him after : 
But this is clouding the bufineſs inſtead of reconciling ir. 
Why did not he tell us fairly, that this /a/t /ickne/s (it he 
is reſolv'd to have it ſo) was ſuch a ſickneſs, in which 
Mrs. Gazden repreſents him to have done the moſt confi- 
derable aftions of his life ; that after he was vifited with 
this infirmity, he went to rhe King, acquainted him with 
the matter, appeal'd to Biſhop Duppa ( who was then liv- 
ing, though ill, ) for the truth of it; that upon that the 
King promiſed him the Biſhoprick of Wincheſter, and that 
afterwards being vacant, was diſpoſed to Biſhop 71or/ey, 
and the King gave him Worceſter, and he was tranſlated 
from Exeter thither? This is Mrs. Gazder'”s account of thi: 
matter, and *tis wonderfull indeed, that when Dr. Gauder's 
| laft ſickneſs was 1o rapid and violent, that he perſu'd his 
: intereſt with all diligence and application, ply'd at Court in 
erſon, took ſeveral journeys, and was remov'd from one 
Þiſho rick to another ; [that any body ſhould be fo unrea- 
ſonable as to think he could diſcourte Dr. Wa/ker atrer he 
had been ſeiz'd with ſuch a mortal diſtemper. He had bet- 
ter by half have ſaid, that in Dr. Gauder's laſt ſickneſs, his 
affairs were ſo many and tumultuary, that whar with his 
attendance at Court, his long journeys , his frequent re- 
G moves, 
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moves, he -was not at leaſure to talk with Dr. Walker , 
and this would have been - ſomething, | how ill ſoever. ir 
would have agreed with the charaCGter of a /aft fickneſs., 
bur to infinuate as if he had been Juſt expiring, and then 
told the King for the henefit of his family, and preſent- 
ly dyed, is to abuſe Mrs. Gauden as well as his Reader. But 
he is ſo taken up with the ſpuriouſneſs. of Authors, that 
his notion ſlides into his practice, and he counterteits 
what he takes in hand. Mrs. Gauden:calls it an znformty, 
and thar it ſeems a pretty laſting one too; and our Author 
to lerve his purpoſe, coins it into his /aft fickreſs,'to impoſe 
oe oY Readers, and give them one thing [for another. 
Well, if this /aſt-fickreſs will not account for rhe: Contra- 
diction, our Author hath no more to ſay. and the Reader mult 
reconcile it himſelf, or elſe be contented with it. It was 
unkindly done of Mrs. Gazden, to: name 1-know-not.how 
many things her Husband did after this /aft /ic&ne/s, where- 
as ſhe might as well have 'let them -alone, or at :leaſt 
poltpon'd his acqainting the King, andlaid it inearer:his 
death, and then our Author could have reconcil'd it well 
enough; bur fince ſhe hath laid-it'ſo.awkardly, as Dr. Wa/- 
ker might have diſcours'd him - over and over, 'notwith- 
ttanding twenty ſuch laſt fickneffes, *tis a-knotty bulſinels, 
and our Author will embark himſelf no'farther init; he 
will not {o much as tell us that Dr. Walker m7ght cafel 
forget it, or that Mrs. Gauden &4new more of hor nds 
mind and. ations than other people : For Dr. Walker, (1 
{uppofe never expeCting to be contradicted by Mrs. Gau- 
den, ) hath expreſsly atfirm'd that he difcours'd Dr. Gaz- 
den about the Book, after he was Biſhop:of Worceſter ele, 
which is after all rhofe-periods of time in Mrs. Garuden's 
Narrative, after the feizing of that infirmity, (which our 
Author calls his laſt ficknefs, ) after Biſhop Dzppa died, at- 
ter Biſhop Morley was remov'd to Wincheſter, and Dr. Gau- 
den eleted ro Worcefter. His words. are, 1 once asking 
him. { for we ſeldome were im private but fomewbat was 
diſcoursd of this Book, even to the laſt time FT jaw him af- 
ter be was Lord Biſhop. of Worceſter elett, ) whether _ 
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King Charles tbe ſecond knew that he wrote ir, he gave me 
this. Anſwer, I cannet poſitively and certainly fay be doth. 
becauſe he was-never' pleaſed to take expreſs notice of. it 10 
me. And not content- with this, he. more roundly aftizms 
the ſame thing, in diſputing. againſt Dr. Ho/lingwoorth . 
Whereas *tis ſaid Dr. Gauden t0/d King Charles the Second 
he made the Book; he will not by any means permit Dr. 
Hollingworth to ſay ſo, but roundly anſwers, whoever ſaid 
fo, (let Mrs. Gauden look to her ſelf, ). ſaid what was not 
ſo; he never told him, (and never 1 ſuppoſe will go near 


ro extend to his laſt fickneſs, and a little farther, ) and as 


if that was not enough, he ſtill adds, *t:s ſtrange be ſhould 
himſelf tell the King, and yet not know the King knew 7t, 
but by inference, becauſe the Duke of York did. So that 
here we have not only Dr. TValker's Teſtimony, but the 
ſame confirm'd by repeated aſſertions from himſelf; but 
how to. reconcile it to Mrs. Garder's Narrative is a task 
too. difficult for me, and I perceive for our Author too; 
wherein *tis affirm'd not only. that he told the King him- 
{elt; but alſo a long ſtory about it, of his reaſons of ſo 
doing, and a particular diſcourſe of the King's concerning 
it; and if theſe be not flat Contradidtions, for my part 1 
never expe& to know what it is for Witneſſes to contra- 
dict each other. 


Having thus diſpatch'd his Anſwers, *tis time to come 
to another part, (which he takes eſpecial care ſhall never 


be wanting, ) and that is, his unfairneſs in concealing the 


two following inſtances. 


Ibid. p. 15. 


In D. Wa/ker's Evidence, Dr. Gauden ?akes it for gran- Vind. p.30, 


York doth; and he knowing it, Þe does not queſtion but the 
King alſo doth : But in Mrs. Gauder's, he acquainted the 
King firſt, and the Duke afterwards, as Mrs. Garden ex- 
preſsly, that he afterwards acquainted the Duke of York, 
that he was the Author , and the Duke anſwer'd be bad 
thought bis Father wrote it : and to confirm this ſhe ſays, 
be then told his Highneſs, that _ King had promis'd _ 

| 2 the 


ted that the King knew it, becauſe he is ſure the Duke of 3"+ 
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the Biſhoprick of Wincheſter; and therefore this telling 
the Duke muſt be after that promiſe, which Mrs. Gauder 
ſays was at the ſame time that he told the King. 

In Dr. Walker's, the reaſon of Dr. Gazder's aſſurance 
that the Duke knew it was, for that be had ſpoken of it to 
bim, and own'd it as a ſeaſonable and acceptable ſervice ; 
but in Mrs. Gazden's, that he had acquainted the Duke 
Þimſelf. 

Now here are two ſtaring ContradiQtions., and which I 
had expreſsly charg'd upon this Teſtimony ; but our Au- 
thor, I ſuppoſe becauſe he had no Chronology ready, hath 
even left them as a couple of ſtubborn things nor fit to be 
meddled with : But this is not all his unfairneſs, for he 
hath totally ſuppreſs and lefr out this whole matter, in 
the account he gives us of this affair; the Narrative he 
hath printed is mutilate and imperfect, (upon what reaſon 
he beſt knows, ) but he pretends to ſupply it out of the 
Abſtract, and he himſelf tells us, it is a faithful! Extratt 
made out of it before ſeverall learned and worthy perſons : 
and all that is above recited, is in that Extract, and not 
one word of it in what he hath repeated out of it; and 
yer he tells his Reader he would groe Þim the ſubſtance of 
7t ; and there is not the leaſt mention of the Duke of Yr, 
or any thing that related to him, only that he afſur'd him 
of his favour. | ſhall give the Reader the whole Para- 
graph, That be afterwards acquainted the Duke of York 


drought te 1hat he was the Author of the Book which went under his 
£1ght,p-35% Father's name, and that the Duke anſwer'd, be had thought 


that bis Father wrote it : that ber Husband then told his 
Highneſs that the King had promiſed him the Biſhoprick of 
Wincheſter, and that bis Highneſs afjur'd bim of bis favour. 
And now comes our Author, and by virtue of giving the 


#ubftance, hath only the laſt words, bat the Duke afſur*d 


bm of bis favour, and hath left out all the relt as ſuper- 
tnous circumſtance : So that I find by /ubſtance our Au- 
thor doth not mean rhe ſenſe contratted, and in ſhort, bur 
me {ſubſtance of the thing ; and I muſt needs allow him, 
that if ever Dr, Guzden told the Duke, the ſubſtance wa 
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the Duke's favour, as if ever he told the King, the ſub- 
{tance was a Biſhoprick, and all the reſt was mere ſhadow, 
lomething perhaps in appearance, but in reality nothing 
at all. In the mean time, this is fine dealing, and our Au- 
thor can neither be truſted with my Arguments, nor with 
his own Cauſe, and what he cannot Anſwer in both, he 
{ſhuffles out of the way ; he firſt ſuppreſles my Objettions, 
and then that no body may-perceive it, ſuppreſlcs the thing 
it ſelf: This is practiſing upon a Cauſe, inſtead of defen- 
ding it, and I ſhall leave the Reader to give a name to it, 
and to judge of ſuch proceedings as he ſees occaſion. 

And thus I have done with what our Author hath to 
offer on this head; but I do not yet think fit to leave it, 
till I have laid down .an intire ſcheme of the Contradicti- 
ons that are between Dr. Wa/ker*s and Mrs. Gazder's Teſti- 
mony ; and- I doe it for theſe two Reaſons, 1. That the 
Reader may have at once a full and compleat view of them 
before him: And 2. That our-Author ſhall have no- poſſi- 


ble way to miſtake or conceal them ; but if he thinks fit 


to reply, he muſt either fairly reconcile them, or confeſs 
he cannot, and give up the Cauſe. And I ſhall ſet down 
thoſe I have already obſerved, and add ſome others which 
I have ſince taken notice of from Mrs. Gauden's Narrative, 
which our Author hath printed, and I ſhall ſet them in 
Columns oppoſite to one another. 


Dr. Walker. 


1. Dr. Gauden did not 
certainly know, and na more 
than Dr. Walker himtelt., 


whether the King had ever 
{een the Book. 


2. He never knew what 
was the iſfue of ſending it. 


Mrs. Gawuden. 


1. The Marquis of Hart- 
ford deliver'd it to the King, 
and told him who the Author 
WAS. | 


2. His Majeſty having 
ſome of the Effays read to. 


him by Biſhop Duppa, did. 


excectingly approve of them; 
and ausk'd whether they could 
Not 
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De. Walker. 


, 
, & - 


; 2+ He ventur'd: to-print it, 
Without knowing the iflue. 


:.: 4. When the thing was 
done, he judg'd it not pru- 
dent to make farther noiſe 
-about it, by enquiry. 


$5. Biſhop Duppa . wrote 
two Chapters, on 7he Ord:- 
mance 4gernſt the Common 
Prayer Book, and the deny- 
ing his Majeſty the atten- 
dance of bis Chaplains, which 
Dr. Gauden own'd, and never 
pretended to have written 
thole. 

6. If the Title was Su/p:- 


ria Regalia, it was one of 


the King's Corrections. 

. 7. Some time before the 
whole was finth'd the Title 
was the Pourtraicture, Ec. 
when Dr. Gazden firſt ſhew'd 
it me. the Title was as is 
printed. 

8. The proof Sheets, and 
other papers, were taken at 
Mr.S:mmons's Lodging, upon 
a particular pique, by a Lieu- 


Mrs. Gardey. 


not be:put out in ſome other 
name, E7c.. ; 

2. After he had been in- 
torm'd of the ifſue;he thoughr 
the Book might be effeftual 


to move the hearts of the 


people, and my Lord. Mar- 
quis bad him doe what he 
would. 

4- When my Lord Mar- 
quis had fully inform'd him, 
and left him to. his own 1i- 
berty,, then immediately he 
relolv'd to print it. 

5. He relolv'd to print it, 
only he then added the Effay 
upon their denying bis Ma- 
jeſty the attendance of his 


Chaplains, and the Medira- 


t10n of Death, after the Votes 


of Non-addreſles. 


6, The Title which he 
then gave it was Suſpiria 
Regalia. 

7. Upon ſending it to the 
Preſs, my Husband did then 
alter the Title of it, and cal- 
led it Icon Baſilike. 


8. When it was about half 
printed, thoſe in power found 
the Preſs where it was prin- 
ting, and likewiſe a Letter of 

tenant 
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"Dr. Walter: 
tenant and-fix Froopets ;-but 
reftor'd fo os Mr, Sie 
mifſetl not one” paper ,''al 
being returr'd-the next day, 
and no time to examine-the 
papers. : 

9. Biſhop Z«uxton might 
not have ſeen the King till he 
was brought to 'St.- Fames's, 
Fan.'19:1648. and had leave 
to aſſt him'77 extremzs., and 
that was after the Book was 
printed. | 


Mrs. Gautten. 


my Husband's 5 whereupon 
they deſtroy'd all that they 
then found printed, but could 
not find out whence the Let- 
= came, -having no-name to 
& -_ 

9: 'My Husband attemp- 
ted the printing of it. again, 
but could by no means;/ger ir 


 finiſh'd till 'fome few days 


4fter his 'Majelty was de- 
troy'd. 


Hitherto we have 'brought* this Teſtimony down to the 
King's murther, and there is _not-one ſingle ſtep that con- 
cerns the: Book without-a ContradiQtion ; and now we 


come to the Reſtauration. 
Dr. Walker. 
10. Dr. Gauden could not 


poſitively -and certainly fay 


that'King Charles-TI. knew 
thati'he-wrote-1t, andthe rea- 
fon of that-was becauſe, 

11. 'The King was never 
pleaſed: to take expreſs no- 


rice of it' to him. 


Mrs. Garden. 


10. He went to. his Ma- 
7elty and told -him the whole 
matter, and forthe truth of 
itappeaFd to Biſhop Dppa. 


11. The King entertain'd 
ſome diſcourſe with my Huſ: 
band about ir, and faid he of- 


- © *ten woudred, how his Father 


12. Dr. Gauden takes it 


For granted he doth, becauſe 


he is {ure-the' Duke of Tork 
doth, -and he knowing it, he 


{ſhould have- time and priva- 
cy enough, Ec. and then pro- 
miſed him the'Biſhoprick of- 
W, ag: 
12. He told theKing him: 
himſelf; and. moreover told 
the King fitſt, .and"the Duke 
afterwards, and at the fame 
queſtions 
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Dr. Walker Mrs. Gazden. 
queſtions, not ,but the King rime. told - his: Highneſs that 
all Gon: 17. fe s7, the. King .promis'd: him the 

2, 3.4.4. Biſhoprick of Wixcheſter. 
12. He is ſure the Duke 13. He told the. Duke 
knew it, becauſe he had ſpo- himſelt. 
ken of it to him, and own'd 


it as a ſcaſomable ſervice. = 


And now what -a_ comfortable account have. we got 
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here ?. here are' no fewer than, thirteen Contradiftions, 


and every one- of them in matter of fat; and I do not 
much queſtion, but I might have obſerv'd more, if I could 
have recover'd Mrs. Gaudern's Narrative intire and com- 
pleat. Our Author:tells us he would :7/ert the Narrative 
at large. as exatlly copied; but then ,neither tells us where 
he had it,” that ir might. be inſpected, nor doth he give it 
perfect,. but wanting all the latter part ; and whether that 
which remains was not to be found, or not fit to be ſeen, 
I ſhall not undertake to determine : But he that confiders 
how our Author hath {ſuppreſs'd an intire paragraph out 
of the Abſtract of it, which made againſt him, may con- 
ceive it not impoſſible but. part of the Narrative it ſelf 
may be ſupprels'd for the ſame reaſon; and I ſhall freely 
ſpeak my thoughts, I doubr there were ſome dangerous 

aſſages behind, nor fit to be truſted abroad, leaſt they 

ould have made too open a diſcovery ; and I am ſure 
there is no more injuſtice in concealing the Narrative, than 
uſing the ſame altice upon the Abſtract. However, here 
is enough in all conſcience to make men out of Love with 
Accounts and Narratroes; and when two perſons preten- 
ding to tell the fame ſtory, are at mortal odds, and per- 

etually contradiCt one another as faſt as they can, that in- 

ead of giving the ſame account, a man would think they 
were at croſs purpoſes : He talks of one thing, and ſhe of ano- 
ther; Dr. Walker's Dr. Gauden is quite another thing from 
Mrs. Gaudez's Husband, he knew nothing of King Charles 


the 
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the Firlt's knowing it, nor of the iſſue of ſending it, nor 
that King Char/es the Second knew it; but Mrs. Gazder's 
Husband knew all this perfeC&tly, and a great deal more: 
The Book that Dr. Wa/ker's Dr. Gauden wrote, had nei- 
ther the ſame Title, nor met with the ſame accidents, nor 
came out at the ſame time with that of Mrs. Gader's 
Husband, and yet Dr. Walker is as ſure of his mar, as he 
can be of any thing; and Mrs..Gauden is as ſure as he, 
and hath moreover Letters to make it out. ' And is not 
this rare Evidence to convince the World, and to turn 
them from a ſettled 'and well grounded opinion ? Our Au- 
thor indeed pretends to reconcile the contradictons, but does 
not deny the conſequence, that if they do contradi& each 
other, their Evidence is of no value; and whether their 
Teſtimony be contradiQory, and that irreconcileably too, 
I have ſet the matter plainly in the Reader's view, and ſhall 


_ leave him at full liberty to judge of it. 


XUM 


The next thing I am to take notice of, is ſuch a groſs 
omiſhon, that I cannot tell what to call it, I never met 
with the like in any Author, and I believe no man elſe; 
I take it to be an original, and I think there is no other 
inſtance in the world of a man pretending to defend a 
Cauſe, and to anſwer the ObjeCtions made againſt it, and 
at the ſame time leave the main hinge of the Contro- 
verfie perfealy untouch'd. And thus ſtands the Caſe he- 
tween our Author and me; the Point I had infifted on was, 
That whatever tis ſaid on that ſide to intitle Dr. Gauden to 
this Book, ts finally reſotv'd into the ſingle Teſtimony of 
Dr. Gauden himſelf , it you perſue every thing that is ſaid 
to the laſt reſort, here it centers, and ris all but Dr. Gaz- 
den's own Teſtimony ; let it be granted that King Charles, 
King Fames, Dr. Walker and Mrs. Gauden {aid what our 
Author would have them, ſtill you come to this, and you 
have no more than that Dr. Garden told them ſo : Now 
if that Teſtimony be lyable to very great Jos if it 
be utterly inſufficient to determine the Caſe in behalf of 
Dr. Gazden, then apparently, whatever becomes of the 
reſt, the main Caule is pay loſt, as __ ay 

ounda- 
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foundation, and upon which the whole is built. And that 
iS 2 puxe Anſwer indeed, and fignifies much, when ſup- 
poling every thing he ſays was granted him, (not one of 
which he yet hath, and 1 ſuppoſe will never be able to 
make good, ) the Controverhe ſtands where it did. Dr. 
Gauden is not the Author, as having no other Witneſs 
but himſelf to atteſt it, and that fingle Witneſs upon ma- 
ny accounts is very ſuſpitious. I {hall not trouble my ſelf 
to refleft on this, but ſhall leave it to his own Party to 
doe me juſtice; and they may ſee what a fine Advocate they 
have gor, who hath written a whole Book, and left the 
Controverſlie behind him : For, admitting that Dr. Walker 
and Mrs. Gauden were good Witneſles, and that there was 
no manner of contradictian in their Evidence, which is all 
that he defires, and much more than he can prove, why 
then I anſwer, this is nothing elſe but Dr. Gazdez's fingle 
Teſtimony paſling through them, which in ſacha caſe and 
in ſuch circumftances, is not to be rely'd on, and is ut- 
terly inſufficient to defeat the King's Title, and to make 
good his own. And thus all his Book is anſwered , 
though be had made;good every particular he hath underta- 
ken; and I hall kave it with any man, how fairly he hath 
an{wer'd Exceptions, and defended his own Cauſe, when 
he hath induftriouſly avoided fuch a head of objeQions 
as invalidates all he hath faid, and this he calls anſwer- 
ing; fo. that, it ſeems, with him to run away from the 
Queſtion, is the beſt Anſwer to it. 1 am aſham'd (though 
our Author is not to give fuch occaſion ) that I have been 
torc'd fo often ro repeat what he hath as often omitted ; 
but I muft yet beg the Reader's patience, that I may fup- 
ply this ſhamefull defe& alſo, and give him a ſhort view 
of this particular, and then leave him to judge what a fair 
Anſwerer I am concery'd with. And thus it is: 

- Upon ſuppoſition that al that had been atrefted. in be- 
half of Dr. Gazden was truely atteſted, it is all fnally re- 
folv'd into his own Teſtimony, and which is of no con- 
uderauon, nor ought to bave any weight in the Cafe be- 
tore us, tor theke Reaſons : 


L. © Be- 
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_ L'© Becauſe *tis in. his own Cauſe, and he js his own y;, 
* Witneſs; and that cannot be admitted in- theſe two r- :8. 


< Caſes. 

r. < When there is another claim, and pretender in poſ- 
_ * ſeffion, as is the caſe of this Book. | 

2. © If it be matter of intereſt or advantage, a man 
< will never be admitted to witnefs for himfelf, and his 
* own profit ; and- if thoſe papers be true, Mrs. Gauder 
< revealed a great fecret, when the faid, that her Husband 


* hoped to make a Fortune by it. To this our Author an- 


t Þ.-24 


{wers that ought not to be accounted flrange, and he P. 101. 


ſhould rather doubt Dr. Gauden was not the Author of 
thrs Forgery, if he had not expetted a Reward for it. Pex- 
haps the Reader may think. that this contradicts what I 
had before afſerted, that he hath not taken the leaſt no- 
tice: of this Head ; bur thar affertion is moſt true, for he 
hath not mentioned it as if it had any relation to Dr. 
Gaudern's Teſtimony, but hath ridiculouſly made it of a- 
nother conſideration, and which: therefore is nothing at all 
to the purpoſe; for what, I pray, is the Queſtion? whe- 
ther if Dr. Gauden made the Book, he: hop'd to make a 
Fortune by it, and expected a Reward for it ? No ſuch 
matter. and none but one of our Author's: ſize, could ever 
think it was ; bur the Quefftion is-wherher when Dr. Gaz- 
der's being the Author is:a Queſtion, his own Teſtimo- 
ny be ſufficient to carry it, eſpecially when .the end of 
ſuch Teſtimony is to make a Fortune, and get a Reward ? 
This is the Caſe which our Author flies. from, as if it 
were infe&ious; and what I wonder does his impertinent 
harrangue belong to, of peoples ſerving the King, no more 
than God, for nought, and Divines making the ſame ſteps 
for preferment with other men? why this ſhews thar our Au- 
thor is very free and copious when *tis to no purpoſe, but 
very ſparing and referv'd when there. is. juſt occafion : 
in the mean time the matter before us, is only what con- 
cerns a man's witneſſing for himſelf and teſtifying tor his 
own advantage, which is againſt the ſenſe of mankind, and 
the praQtice of all nations, and —_ upon a moſt cer- 
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tain principle of a man's being too favourable and partial 
to himſelf. Now here we have a Queſtion, Who was the 
Author of this Book? and to countenance one man's Title 
there are papers produc'd, repreſenting him under a very 
diſadvantageous charaQter, as magnifying his own merits 
beyond all the bounds of modeſty and decency, as immo- 
derately perſuing preferment, and turning every ſtone to 
come at it; importuning the King, his Royal Brother, the 
Miniſters of State, and trying all ways and means to en- 
compals it; this is the repreſentation the very papers give 
which are urged for his Title, and is this no prejudice to. 
{uch a man's Teſtimony, in ſuch a caſe, and for ſuch ends? 
and our Author mends the matter much, when he tells us. 
He ſhould rather doubt Dr. Gauden was not the Author of 
this Forgery. if he had not expe&ed a Reward for it ;, fo that 
he plainly ſuppoſes him guilty of Forgery in expeQation of 
a Reward: an excellent Teſtimony indeed, which is foun- 
ded upon the corruption of the Witneſs. Burt if he could 
forge any thing for a Reward, *tis an ealie Queſtion whe- 
ther that Forgery was making himſelf the Author, or 
making the Book ? the firſt he might eaſily doe if he was 
diſpoſed to it, but the latter I believe impoſlble, though 
he had never ſo much mind to. it. 
2. © Another thing which would: take off the force of 
« Dr. Gauden's Teſtimony in thts caſe, ſuppoſing he ever 
< atteſted it, is the immorality and infamy of the whole 
<* praCtice.. This our Author faith, f it cold by any means 
hold water, is an Argument worth a million. Well, whether 
it will hold water or no, we ſhall ſee preſently ; but the 
Reader is firſt to be reminded, that though our Author 
ipeaks of the 7mmorality, yet it is only according to. his 
own fancy, and not in the leaſt referring to- Dr. Gaudex's 
Teſtimony, and the purpoſes upon which I urg'd it ; but I 
propos'd it in one ſenſe, and he ſpeaks to it in another ; 
and accordingly he frames this conſequence, not from any 
thing I had 1a;d, but from his own imagination , Then 
(ſaith he) 7t would clearly follow, that becauſe it was a 
moft immoral thing to lye for God, and to forge Books, E: 
pifties, 
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piftles, or the like, under the names of Chiilt and his A- 
Poſtles, there were therefore never any ſuch pieces. And 
what is this conſequence to the diſpute between us ? I per- 
ceive we have all the while been miſtaking the Queſtion, 
which it ſeems is not, Whois the true Author? but Whether 
there be any ſuch Book or no? But. this, I ſuppoſe, was 
for our Author's diverſion, who loves wandring mightily , 
and it is a pleaſant conſequence, and fit for none but our 
Author, to-argue from the immorality to the denyal of the 
thing ; whereas I had urged it to take off the force of Dr. 
Gauden's Teſtimony, and which it certainly does; and 
thoſe who argue tor his Title, in order to it, repreſent him 
guilty of a groſs Forgery, and they have no other way to 
it, but to lay ſuch an original ſtata upon his reputation , 
as makes his Teſtimony of no value in the world. For 
what I wonder, is ſuch a Witneſs worth , who before he 
can ſay any thing to the matter, and in the firſt ſtep of his 
Evidence, proclaims himſelf guilty of Forgery, in the very 
caſe to which his Evidenca.reters? This 1s a knot may be 
cut, but can never be untyed; and neither Dr. Gazden 
himfelf, nor any body for him, can ſay one word to this, 
but what is tainted in the foundation, and undermines ir 
ſelf; they cannot Juſtifie his Title, but. by deſtroying his 
Credit, and the ſame breath that pleads his Cauſe, blaſts 
his Teſtimony and ruines it; and.#t is a pure Cauſe indeed, 
and admirably ſupported, when there 18 nothing elſe to 
maintain it, but ſuppoſing a Forgery in the principal and on- 
ly Witneſs in the very Caſe. The Cauſe on that fide ſtands 
upon a Forgery, the advocates own it, and can fay nothing 
without it, and the Conſequences I draw. from it are as 
clear as the Sun, and can never be denied: © He that can 
« forge for the King, may forge for himſelf too; he that 
© can father his own Book upon the King, and deceive for 
< his honour, may with. the ſame juſtice lay claim: to a 
« Book that 1s none of his, and deceive. for his own pro- 
« fit; and it is an admirable Teſtimony, when he firſt de- 
« clares that he abuſed the world. in giving them a_ Book 


« tor the King's which was not. his, and then. abulſcd' the - 
| - King. 
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« King in taking great pains to aſſume it to himſelf, he 
« by publiſhing it, gave as publick Evidence as was pot- 
<% ſible, that the King. was the Author, and if he told King 
® Charles the Second, Dr. Walker, Mrs. Gauden, or any 
< other, that he himſelt was the Author, then he told 
« them one thing, and the whole Kingdom another ; which 
« at laſt makes a fine Evidence: of it, which in the very 
< caſe contradiQts it felf. But this and a great deal more, 
and all rhar belongs to this head, our Author is abfolurely 
re{olv'd ſhall not belong to the Controverſie, and more fit 
ro be expung'd than anſwer'd : Well, if our Aurhor's ta- 
lent does nor lye that way, let him take his liberty, and 
an{wer what he can, and: let the reft alone; and if his Par- 
ty will be well contented with it, I ſhall ſay no more a- 
geainſt it. | 
Bur that our Author may not have faid nothing at all; 
E ſhall our of civility to him, conſider the 7mmorality of 
the praQtice in his ſenſe, and according as he refers it. The 
Immorality (fays he) of this Forgery is urged as an Argu- 
ment againſt it, and' to oblige him, I will now ſo-urge it; 
and my reaſon 1s, for that immoral and foul pra&tices will 
| be abetted by none but immoral and ill men; a man of 
probity and vertue will neither engage in, nor countenance 
ſuch. ations. Now Dr. Walker tells us that Biſhop Dp- 
pa not only approv'd it,”and became a party to it, by en- 
couraging of it, but was a partner in the work, and com- 
poſed. two _ and Mrs. Gauder affirms that Biſhop 
Duppa, Archbiſhop She/don, and Biſhop Morley were privy 
to It, and became parties to it, by conſenting to it, and 
approving it, (whether before or after the fa& makes no 
difference in the guilt, and they both make Mr. Symmons 
a party, as knowing the Forgery, and being inſtrumental in 
the publication. Now the Immorality of the Forgery I 
take to be a confiderable argument againſt it, meaning that 
the very nature of thoſe ill prattices is a ſufficient reaſon 
to convince any man, that thoſe great, vertuous and good 
men were never engaged in them; the very charafter of 
the perſons confutes the charge, and while they have en- 
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deavour'd. to bring: great and venerable names to counte-- 
nance a bad Cauſe, they have ruin'd their pretences inſtead 
of ſupporting them; neither Biſhop Dppa, Bifhop She!- 
don, Bulhop Morley, nor Mr. Symmons, and much leſs all 
of them together, could be guilty, and parties to ſuch a 
ſcandalous contrivance, as to cheat the world, and betray 
a righteous Cauſe by trauds and counterfeits; and by joyn- 
ing theſe men in the impoſture, the whole is laid open, 
and there never was any ſach thing, becauſe the pratice is 
r00 infamous for ſuch men to be concern'd with ; and con- 
{quently the Forgery is all the other way, and affeQs only 
Dr. Walker's Account, and Mrs. Gauder's Narrative. 

There are yet behind Two other very material things 
thar relate ro Dr. Gauden, one 'our Author mentions, and 
the other he hath forgot. 

The Firſt is the Letter of Mr. Le P/a, Miniſter of Fir- 
chingefield, gwing account that Wz://:am Allen , former- 
ly a Servant to Dr. Gaden, attrm'd ro him, © That Dr. Vind.p.32 
« Gauden told him he had borrowed the Book, and was. 
« obliged to return it by ſuch a time, that (beſides whar 
* other time he might imploy in it) he fare up one whole: 
< night to tranſcribe it, that he ſate up in the Chamber 
« with him, to wait upon him, to make his Fires, and 
« ſauff his Candles; that Mr. Le Pla thinks, (bnt is not 
< poſitive) it was from Mr. Symmons of Rayne that Dr. 
s Gauden borrowed the Book. To this our Author gives 
two Anſwers, Firſt, That Mr. Symmons d:4 not at that P. 148: 
time lroe at Rayne, but was ſequeſter'd Tong before. And 
what then? and therefore Dr. Gauder could not borrow 
the Book from Mr. Symmons. This is an exceltent confe- 
quence, eſpecially when Dr. Walker and Mrs. Garden in- 
timate that there was great friendſhip and familiarity be-. 
tween them, and they both make Mr. 'Symmors tfnch a con- 
fident of Dr. Gauder's as to be ſolely intrufted by him for 
the printing it; and as I take it, the Queftion is not where: 
Mr. Symmons lived? or whether he was ſequeſter'd or no?- 
but whether Dr. Gazden borrowed the King's Manufcripr 
of him? The Second Anſwer is, Nar 1s z. eredrble that 
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Dr. Gauden, whether he meant a fraud or not, ſhould groe 
an account of his ſtudies, much leſs diſcover the Secret of 
this Book, for no reaſon in the world, to never ſo truſty a 
Servant, eſpecially to one that was 10 look after his Fire and 
Snuff bis Candles. Now this is a pleaſant Anſwer upon 
many accounts, for, 
11. As to the charaGter of the Servant, let him be in 
what capacity our Author pleaſe in the DoQor's family, it 
is plain enough he was intruſted by him in his moſt ſecret 
and important aftairs, as having been ſent upon many meſ- 
ſages in the night, between the Dottor and his family, in 
thoſe times of difficulty, and had moreover incurr'd ſeveral 
dangers on his account, and ventur'd his life more than 
once to defend him; which plainly ſhew'd (as the Letter 
ſets forth ) the great confidence the Doftor had in him, and 
the reaſon be had for it; and the taking him to fit up with 
| him on thar ſecret occaſion, let the ſecret be what it 
would, is a ſufficient proof of it, if there were no other. 
And therefore, DE 

2. This Anſwer deſtroys it ſelf. Ir 7s not credible, (faith 
he) that Dr. Gauden ſhould diſcover the Secret of this 
Book to never ſo truſty a Servant , and yet it ſeems, as in- 
credible as it was, it was aCtually done, for the very fit- 
ing up with him, and ſeeing him tranſcribe it, diſcover'd 
the Secret, whatever that Secret was, let it be the King's, 
or Dr. Gauder's, or whoſe you will, the Book was diſco- 
ver'd, and 'twas impoſhble ir ſhould be otherwiſe; and *tis 
a pleaſant Anſwer to ſay it was not credible he ſhould diſ- 
cover it, when at the ſame time his Servant ſaw the Book, 
and ſaw him tranſcribing it; but it ſeems, with our Au- 
thor, matters of fat are the moſt incredible things in the 
world. | 

3. William Allen expreſsly affirms, that Dr. Gauden told 
bim that he had borrowed the Book, and was obliged to re- 
turn it by ſuch a time; and now comes our Author, and 
for Anſwer tells us, 7t is not credible that he ſhould give 
en account of his ſtudies, and diſcover the Secret. Why, 
it the DoQtor had given no account to him, and diſcover'd 
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nothing, he:moſt have” guelFd' as well as he-conld:; but 
when he! had plainly told him! he had borrowed it, and 
was to return it, it' is' pleaſant to talk' of giving no ac- 
count,” and-the incredibleneſs of diſcovering what he did in 
plain terms diſcover to him. But there is nothing {d weak 
and trifling, but will: ſerve our Author for an Anſiver, al- 
though one would think that a Teſtimony of this nature, 
which ſtrikes at the root of the Cauſe, and at once deſtroys 
all their pretences,, might. have deſery'd a better Anfiver, 
if he could have told how to have given'it. Here Dr. Ga- 
den himfelf tells his Servant how he came by the Book; 
and that is, be borrowed it; and if he borrowed it, then it 
was none of his own'; and here it refts till our Author can 
find an Anfwer for it. - And to. this T'add, | 

Secondly, Dr. Gauden's own farther Teſtimony in the 
caſe. 'This our Author hath forgot, as not'worth his while, 
and: he has the beſt faculty in the world of flipping out of 
the way what he (cannot anſwer, and what bears hardeſt 
upon his-Caulſe ; and I muſt- yet treſpaſs upon the Reader, 
and ſhew him what- our: Author is reſoly'd, if he can help 
it, he fhall never take notice of,. and. it -is the Teſtimony 
of Mr.' Long, then andinow Prebendary of the Church of 
Exeter, in theſe words, T have heard him ( Biſhop Gauden 
when Biſhop of: Exeter, ) often affirm, that he was fully 
convinc'd that the cixav Raouxh was intirely that King's work , 
and to ſtrengthen -this Teſtimony Mr. Long tells very con- 
fiderable  cixcumſtances ;” and which induc'd the occaſion 
of the. Biſhop's and his diſcourſing concerning the Book, 
and the Author - of it,-(viz.) that on the 3o of January in 
the Biſhop's firſt year, the Biſhop preached in the Cathedral 
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in the forenoon, on. Jonah 1.14. and Mr. Long, by the Bij- © Ex: 


ſhop's order in the' afternoon, on Ma. 49. 23. and aggrava- 
ting. the King's -murther, ' among other arguments he urgd 
his _ and clemency,' reading ſeveral paragraphs out of 
his Book to that purpoſe, and that after the duties of the 
Faſt were over,.the Biſhop invited him to Supper, and ſtan- 
ding by the fire ſide, he gave him thanks for his Sermon, and 
then declar'd to him what he hath atteſted above. This Te- 
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ſtimony is full; both as to ſubſtance and circumſtance, and; 
the charatter of the perſon; atteſtmg ſufficiently; ſecures ;ic 
from all. objection, and ; therefore I ſhall not need to 1ay; 
any thing to it; only defire our Author to remember. that 
when Dr. Gauden was fully. convinc'd that it was entirely 
the King's work; he could. not. himfalff pretend to have any 
hand in the compoeling it oo oor ano ring 


I now proceed to, thei. laft Head: the Teſtimonies: that 
prove King Char/es. the -Eigſt to be the Author, and-its 
conſider the Exceptions; our Author makes againft them , 
and the Reyder wil find him; the _ man, Wk his An- 
wers ang. Exceptions 'are exaftty: parallel, and he diſproves 
the Witneſſes « 4 I produce, at he ſame rate that he. Juſti: 
bes his wit} 1531 nw Pager D 2G opti 

The Firſt is. that -of Mayor Huntington ; given by. Sis 
W:ilhom Dugdale, (in bis Short View of the Troubles in 
England, ) © For the Manuſcript it felt, written with his 
* own hand, being: taken at Navesby fight, was reſtor'd to 
* him after he was brought: to Hampton Court, bby the hand 
* of Major Huntizgtoz, \through the favour of 'General 
* Fairfax, of whom he ,obtain'd. it; "This is a Teſtimony 


full and dire& to the matter, and dear and particular in 


the manner; a perſon atteſting he brought the Book, the 
means whereby he obtain'd it, the perſon to whem he de- 
Liver'd it, and the place whete; [and ; it is impoſſible: to: 
take off the force of this, -bux: by. impeaching the credit 
of the Witneſs, or of the Relatar, or: by. fkewing ſome 
conſiſtency or- coptradiftian' in the marter atteſted, /ei- 


' ther with it {elf, 'or. with atber Witneſſes in the fame 
Cauſe: This is the 'only way, and. thete is. no- other, to 


take off the validity of any. Evidence; where-the matter is 
credible in it felf; and this is- the. method I. have' taken 
with his Witmnetles; but this is net the leaſt\in his thoughts, 
he is. pat; Fen. taking a fir aud. juſt courſe;, hut ſatisfies him- 
{lt with talking a little idlely about it; and. then leaves. 
It. Thus for wſtance in the firſt place he tells us, By the 


way, they ſhoud beve fard, for the grace of the ſtory, Pare: 
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of the Manuſcript; for a good deal of the Book was written 
afterwards; be the Autbor who you pleaſe. And by'the way 
700, this-1S' 2 Ore fooliſh: objection : for why,'T-wonder, 
may notPart. of the Mannſcript be called The' Manyſcripr, 
eſpecially when it refers to, a time when there was no more 
writtehand T hope it was the ſame Mannuſtripr after- 
watds, although there might be both alterations and ad- 
ditions in it. But our Author, in the want of reaſons, is 
for turning Critick, and inſtead of the Truth is for ex- 
cepting to the Grace of an Evidence. The Manufcript ! *tis 
a monſtrous impropriety, whereas it ,onght to have been 
Part of the 'Manuſcript;, and what.is Major Hunrimgtor's 
Evidence worth when Sir W://:am tells the ſtory with fo 
ill a grace? Next our Author tells -a fine ſtory, They 
ſhould have told us how General Fairtax durſt ſend one part 
4 his Papers to the King, when be ſent the reſt to the 

artiament ; and ſince they would make us believe he was 
fo kind to the King, why did not he reſtore all the Papers, 
when thoſe the Parliament order'd to be ro pu were inf1- 
nitely of greater conſequence, and made him a world y enc- 
mes. whereas theſe would probably mollifie ſome M4 "1s of-- 
poſers? and though General Fairtax was afterwards againſt 
putting the King to death, yet be was not at that time diſps- 
fed to grant him any favoars, and atted with as hearty zeal 


againſt him as any mm the Nation; which appears by all the 


Hiſtories of thoſe times, as well as by his own, and the Me- 
 moirs of the Lord Hollis. To this 1 anſwer, 

t. As to Hiſtory, our Author is perfettly out, and knows 
nothing at all of the matter, or elſe prevaricates : For af- 
ter the King was taken from Ho!denby and removed to the 
Army, (which was a good while before this Book was 
delfver'd to him at Hampron Court, ) not only General Farr. 
fax, but Cromwell too, were diſpoſed to grant him .many 
favours, (if they muſt be fo! called,) and aQtually did ſo, 
as permitting the -attendance of his Chaplains and other 
Servants, and ' granting him many other Liberties and con- 
veniencies which the Partiametit denied him: and though 
Cromwell did this deceitfully, ”_ General Fairfax was 
: | 2 hearty 
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hearty..and fincere; and any\'man, who knows the ſtate of 
affairs at that time,. the correſpondence between the King 
and. him, ' together with, the King's Letters to him, will be 
ſo far from thinking; that; there; ſhould be-any. repugnancy 
for him to.fayour the ,King with the return of, this Book, 
that he..would have. done tor him many more, and more 
conſiderable ſervices, it: he had been able. And yer our 
Author hath the confidence to appeal to all the. Hiſtories of 
thoſe times; and which is yet- more bold, he appeals to 
my Lord Fairfax's own Memoarrs, which expreſs the con- 


Lord Fair- trary allmoſt in every line: That after 1646. .he grew wea- 
fax's Mem. ry of the Army, and deſired. rather to be a 1% tt than 


P. 105. 
P- 109, 
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Commander, and would have laid down his, Commithon ; 
and fays expreſsly, if you find me carried an with this 


p.112,112, ſtream. it was by the violence of it , rather than my own 
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confent z, that he uſed all endeavours to prevent the purging 
the Houſe, and did. /ecure:it a year from violence ;. that in 
particular of the King's remove from Ho/mby, he ſays, the 
fad conſequences whereof ful my heart with grief in the re- 
membrance of them, as they did then with care how to pre- 
vent them ; that he ſent two Regiments of Horſe to re- 
move that force from the King, and to acquaint him how 


- much the General was troubled at theſe great inſolencies 


that had been committed ſo near his perſon, and would 
have had a Council of War ts proceed againſt Joyce for 
that high offence, but bis endeavours were ineffetual. So 
that we ſee plainly enough, that before the King was Pri- 


loner at Ho/mby, General Fairfax was not ſo zealous a- 


z1inſt him as our Author would make us believe; but 
rom that time, and, before, his zea/ is. expreſs'd againſt 
the hypocrifie and baſeneſs of the. Army ,,. and plainly ſays, 
that {as the time. of the rendezvouz at T7:p/ow Heath, 
he never: gave free. conſent to. any thing they did, and 
though they, {et his. name; to. Papexs and Declarations, yet 
this was a force and raviſhment of a. good name, rather 
than a voluntary conſent , and abundance more to this.pur-- 
pole. i. And, by this-time-I ſuppoſe the Reader will be aſto- 
nith'd. at. our Author's confidence, to appeal to theſe Me- 
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moirs to confirm his aſſertion, when they expreſs the clean 
contrary in every page. - And let any man judge what a fine 
Adverſary I have to deal with, who will not repreſent rru- 
Iy, neither my Exceptions nor his own Cauſe, nor Quota- 
tions. out of Authors, nor any thing, but corrupts ever 


So; that comes under his hands ; he firſt makes my Lor 


Furrfax wonderfully zealous againſt the King's perſon, and 
incapable of doeing him any favour, and then to make thar 
good, makes Memozrs for him too, and diretly contrary 
to thoſe he made himielf. And. | 

'2. As to the reſt, How durſt he ſend one part to the 
King, when he ſent 11e reft to the Parliament ? and why 
did not be reſtore all the Papers, if be was fo kind? This 
is all wildneſs, and as it deterves none, ſo any Anſwer will 
ſerve: Perhaps he kept it our of curiofity, perhaps out 
of deſign, and perhaps too by mere accident; however, 1 
ſhall not trouble my {elf to give reaſons for that which 
needs none : what my Lord Farr fax durſt doe, or durft not 
doe; why he ſent the Letters and kept the Book, is no- 
thing at all to the caſe, which depends not upon anſwering 
abſtruce Queſtions, or giving reaſons for dark: and myſte- 
rious paſſages ; but *tis matter of fact, and.depends purely 
upon Teſtimony ;* and when Major Huntington teſtifies 
that Þe applied to General Fairfax, and by Þ1s means ob- 
tain'd it, *tis a pleaſant buſineſs indeed to ask how the 
General durſt doe it; for if he did it, he certainly durſt 


doe it; and that he did it, there is plain and ſufficient Evi- 


dence, and there is the end of the Queſtion, and it can go 
no, farther. And all that is in this Caſe is refolv'd into 
theſe Two Queſtions, and. there neither is nor can be any 
other, Whether Major Huntingion was a true man, and 
teſtified the Truth ? and Whether that Teſtimony was 
truly reported? But our Author is not for coming home 
to the caſe, but diverting it, by asking a company of idle - 
Queſtions, how he durſt doe it? and Why did not he re- 
ſtore the other Papers? and ir is a pleaſant reaſon indeed, 
he did not reſtore the Book , becauſe he did nor reſtore 
ſomething elſe: I wonder he did not make it a reaſon, _ 

- 
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he did not reſtore the Jewels taken in the Cahbinet, or that he 


did not reſtore the Baggage and Ammunition taken at Naſeby. 
However, at length he tells us, that Dr. Walker aſſures, 
that Major Huntington to!d him, that all that he had ſuid 
was, that he ſurely believed thoſe were the papers he ſaw 
bim ſo uſually take out of his Cabbinet, but that he never 
read one line or word of them. And this is a piece of our 
Author's uſual confidence, to repeat over the ſame thing, 
and never take notice of the Anſwer to it : I had confronted 
this with three ſeveral Teſtimonies from Major Hunting- 
zo, and all of them directly contradiQtory to this ſtory of 
Dr. Wa/ker's, and if he would have faid any thing to this 
Point, he ought to have ſupported Dr. Wa/ker's credit , 
(which he hath all along neglected,) and to have ſthewn 
us that we ought to rely upon his account, rather than up- 
on Sir W:/l;am Dugdale's and the reſt. But of all the Diſ- 
puters I ever met with, 1 never ſaw the fellow of our Au- 
thor, who at no hand and in no caſe, will be: brought to 
ipeak to the true point. And here I muſt once again be 
jorc'd to tire the Reader's patience, and give him the true 
{tate of the Caſe, which is apparently thus. | 

To ſhew that Dr. Walker's account was all mere ſtory, 
his own invention, and not one word of truth in it, I had 
produc'd the very Teſtimony Major Hurt17gton gave to 
Sir William Dwugdale, (which I have now in my hands, ) 
and *tis part of a written relation which he gave to Sir 
William, of ſeveral confiderable matters relating to King 
Charles the Firſt, in which himſelf was perſonally con- 
cern'd; he declares his own knowledge, and faQs in which 
himſelf was engaged, and all the parts of the relation cor- 
roborate each other, and to deny one branch is to deny the 
whole relation; and among other things, what concerns 
the Book is in theſe words : 

And as to the Eicon Baſilike, he ſaith, that after the 
King was brought to Hampton Court, his Majeſty there ac- 
quainting him with the loſs of that Book at Navesby fight, 
and defiring him to uſe his intereſt to regain it, he did 
himſelf apply to Gegeral Fairfax, and by bis means obtained 


it, 
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it, it being bound up in a white Vellam Cover, and (as he 
well remembers) all the Chapters were written by the hand 
of $ir Edward Walker, but much correfed with interlinea- 
tions by the King's own band, the Prayers being all written 
with: the King's own band, which he os he very well knew 
ſo to be. This is the very Teſtimony which Majce Hun- 
tington gave to Sir William Dugdale, and which contra- 
ditts every word of Dr. Walke7*s relation, and the conſe- 
quence is, that Dr. Walker had either a good invention or 
a bad memory. And what doth our Author ſay to this? 
Not one ſingle word, nor take the leaſt notice of it; an4 
at the ſame time hath the confidence to ſhuffle Dr. Wa/ker's 
Tale among _ Huntington's Teſtimonies, and inſiſts up- 
on it withont offering the leaſt ſyllable to clear it of the dif- 
freulties, or giving one reaſon why it onght to be credited , 
and not only ſo, but draws his inference 'from it, as if that 
was moſt true, and all the other moſt falſe : For thus he 


fumms up the Evidence, One ſaw the King write he knew p, 145. 


xot what, but belreo'd it might be this Book, meaning Dr. 
Walker's idle ſtory. © This 1s ſuch a ſcandalous proceeding, 
fo unbecoming the "ingenuity of humane nature, that *ris 4 
ſhame to meet with -it' in the ſtreets, and equally reflefts 


apon the civility of a man's breeding, as the weakneſs of - 


his Cauſe; and ſuch confident affertions and reperitions 
are an offence againft good manners, as well as againſt 
good reafon.  - ER TIET Ss, 

- In the mean time, ſince I have been forced to repeat this 
Teftimony-, IT will beg' the Reader's leave to make this 
one Remark upon it, that it is as full and compleat an 
Evidence as could poſſibly be given in ſach a Cafe, and 
carries its own light and ffrength with ir; and ler any 
niin'bat'bbſerve'the ſteps and particulars, and he will foon 
be ſatisfied : As in the firſt place, The Kring' acquainting 
bins with the loſs 'of the Book, and deſiring Þim- to uſe bis 
intereſt oathen nn 1t; and upon that information atid'rc- 
queſt of the King, Þe apply'd 16 General Fairfax, and by his 
angans obtain'd it : And then there is the character of "the 
Book it felf, that it was bound up in a white Vellom C's 


Ver, 


[ 72 ] 


ver, that all the Chapters were written by the hand of Sir Fd- 
ward Walker, but much correffed with interlineations with 
be King's own hand; that the Prayers were all wraten with 
the King's own hand, and which he very well knew ſo to be. 
Now here is a Teſtimony -ſo full and clear in it ſelf, fo 
particular and expreſs in all circumſtances, ſo coherent one 
part with another, and ſo ſatisfaQtory- in all points, that 
"ris next to impoiſible that any matter of fact .ſhould be 
better atteſted : Here is the reafon and ground of his pro- 
ceeding, the means and methods whereby he obtain'd it, 
the deſcription of the Book as to its outward form and 
binding, a particular ſpecification-of the ditterent hands in 
which itwas written, part by Sir Edward Walker, and the 
interlineations and Prayers with the King's own hand, and 
clos'd up with an affirmance of his own knowledge of'the 
King's hand, and which he very well knew ſo to be. And 
. T ſhall lay that weight upon it which ir juſtly deſerves, 
and challenge our Author to ſay one reaſonable word a- 
gainſt it, or to offer the leaſt ſyllable to invalidate the 
force of it; and if he had ſaid ten times more than he 
hath, or I preſume will ever be able to ſay, in defence of 
his Cauſe, the weight of this fingle Teſtimony , would 
our it all down before it, and carry the Caule- againſt 
im. 

The next thing is, Two other Teſtimonies taken from 
Major Huntington, one by Mr. Duke, the other by Mr. 
Becke. The ſubſtance of Mr. D##e's is, that. © Major Hun- 
* tington told him more than once, that whileſt he guard- 
* ed King Charles the Firſt at Ho/mby houſe, (as Mr. Duke 
* remembers,) he ſaw ſeveral Chapters or Leaves of that 
* great King's Meditations lying on the Table ſeveral 
*- mornings, with a pen and ink, with which the King 
* 1cratch'd out, or blotted, ſome lines or-words of ſome 
* of them,---—and that the Major told him he did ſup- 
<* pole them originally from that learned Prince : Mr. Beck's 
is the fame with that of Sir W://:am Dugdale, only with 
this addition, © that when he deliver'd them to the King 
* his Majeſty appear'd very joyfull, and ſaid he elteem' 
< them 
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& them more than'all the Jewels he had loſt in his Cabi- 


< net. Now upon the whole our Author thus anſwers, Thzs P. 137. 


Major Huntington was a ſtrange man to vary ſo often in 
his ſtory, and to tell ſo much more or leſs to every body that 
enquired of him, and that *tis no wonder that theſe Gen- 
tlemen ſhould ſo' widely differ from one another, . both as to 
time, and place, and matter of fat. But where is this 
difterence that he talks on, in all theſe reſpeQs? he ought 


to have been ſo civil to his Reader, to have ſhewed him 


the particulars ;- but he; boldly faſtens a charge, and then 
leaves the Reader to make it: good himſelf, and to look 
for that which can never be found. For firſt, as to :ime 
there is not the leaſt tittle of difference, nor the leaſt 
Pretence, or colour for it; but that was put in to compleat 


the number, but for the truth of it our Author is not con- 


cern'd about it ; 'tis enough for him to aſſert it, whether 
he could prove it or no. And ſecondly, as to place there 


is no difterence neither, tor though Mr. Duke ſpeaks of 


Holmby, yet he does it with this qualification, as be remem- 
bers, but is not poſitive but it might be ſome other place ; 
and if our Author could not ſee this, I had told him ſo 


before in plain terms, though he will not take notice of it. y;,q,g, ,,. 


And thirdly, as to: matter of fad there is>no difference, if 
by difference our Author means d:/agreement; for all theſe 
Teſtimonies agree-well enough, and there is not the leaſt 
claſhing or interfering betwixt them ; but if he means, as 
he ſays before, that they differ as to more or /eſs, *tis true 
enough, but then *tis no-objettion ; for there might be dit- 
ferent occaſions and reaſons to ſpeak of this matter, in diſ- 
courſes with different| men, and Major:{Huntington might 
Tuit his information to the nature and matter of . the re- 
ſpeCtive diſcourſes : however there is no manner of difte- 
Fence. or addition to the, matter, only to ſome circumſtan- 
ces relating to it. . Major Huntington tells Sir William 
Dugdale he recoverd, the Book, and delivered it to the 
King; and morecver tells Mr. Dake, that he faw the King 
blotting out: ſome lines or words ; and to Mr. Beck, that 
the King rejoyced a when he received hon. 
13 


yy = ——_—_— > yy II a AEIRa—ononnen — SEBgmomrtons 
——_—_ Soeyts Bryan. —— preg: _ 
= mY 
rites: - ra 2 ag 
So Io ore, 


Ce res tr err 


[74]. 
This is a pure Objeftion indeed againft an Evidence; I 
wonder he did not make it one, that Major Huntington 
did not tell Mr. Beck that it was bound in a Vellam Covey. 


Vind. p.34. In the mean time this hath been anſwered already, © Thar 


<« the Evidence is. very conſiſtent, and by no means contra- 
< dictory ; Major Huntington might ſee the papers lye on 
© the ns #4 &c. and yet before that, deliver the Book to 
<« the King ; this is not contradictory, but a ſupplemenr, 
<« and a farther account of the Major's knowledge of the 
< matter. But our Author hath the beſt faculty in the 
world, at boldly repeating ObjeCtions, and never confider- 
ing the Anſwers to them , and I am to remark to the 
Reader that this is an Objeftion I had made to his hands, 
and it was not very fair, to take the Objection out of my 
Book, and at the ſame time leave behind him the Anſwer 
I had given to it. 

In rhe next place he falls foul upon Sir Wi/ham Dugdate, 
that be bas printed under Major Huntington's name, quite 
another flory from the written memorial out of which be 
had it : and to make this good, he fays, he pofitrvely ſays 
that the Manuſcript was written with the King's own hand, 
but in his warrant for this, it 1s only ſaid, that all the-Chap- 
ters were written by the hand of Sir Edward Walker, / but 
much correffed with interlmeations of the King's bend, and 
that the Prayers were all ſo. This (faith our Author ) is 

wite another ftory ;, and one would think, to ſupport this 
hold aſſertion, he ſhould have -produc'd- ſomething very 
conſiderable; for. as I take it, to make quzte-another p 
is to make it' differ zoto cad, in-all or meſt of the-fubſtan- 
riall parts 6r branches of it, er atileaft in forme of them: 
But in our Author's quite another ftory, there is not the 
teaft difference in any thing that relates. to. the ſubſtance 
of the Rory ; but *tis forſooth- the mighty difference of 
faying the Monufezript written with the-King's own-band; 
when only part of 1t (and perhaps the greater-part ) was. 
{o written ; as if Sir W:/tam had ſaid a// the Manuſcript, 
or as if ſo much as the King had' wrote: with his own hand, 
was not ſufficient to faſfain that denomination, But this is. 
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juſt ſuch another foolery, as The Manuſcript for Part of the 
KManuſcaipe; and to reply to it, is as rediculous as to make 
it. In the mean time, there is nothing more contemptible 
than to make a great noiſe and puther about nothing, and 
plainly ſhews what ſhifts he is put to, when he lays the 
greateſt weight on ſtraws and trifles : His buſineſs here - 
is to invalidate the force of Major Huntington's Teſti- 
mony, or to impeach the credit of Sir W:/hamrs report ; 
and in order to that, he lays a monſtrous and heavy charge 
on an impropriety of expreſſion, and yet there is not ſo 
much as that. d we have more of the ſame in what 
follows. - 

Now ( ſays he) to ſhew farther how cautiouſly people 
ſhould rely on Sir William Dugdale, and Hiſtorians hike 
him, we ſhall age another remarkable inſtance : 1 ſup- 

ſe as remarkable as the former, which is remarkable 
indeed for our Author's folly, but for nothing elſe. Ir hr 
Book before quoted he expreſsly writes, that Mr. Herbert 
did often ſee the Book, while he waited on the King in the 
Ile of Wight ;, whereas all that Sir Thomas hath ſaid ( with 
reference to that Book ) is, © That at this time it was. as 
<« js preſum'd, that he compos'd his Book call'd S»/piria 
* Regalia, publiſh'd ſoon after his death, and intituled The 
« King's Pourtraifture, &c. which Manuſcript Mr. Herberc 
< foynd among thoſe Books his Majeſty was pleaſed to 
< give him, in regard Mr. Herbert, though he did not ſee 
< the King write that Book, his Majeſty being allways 
< private when he writ, and thoſe his Servants never com- 
< ing into the Bed-chamber, when the King was private, till 
< he call'd, yet comparing it with his hand writing in 
« other things, be found it ſo very like as induces his be- 
<« lef it was his own, having ſeen much of the King's 
. © writings before. To this our Author puts off his Anſiwer, 
and at preſent ſays, Here. S:r Thomas only preſumes the 
King might write the Book in the Iſle of wight ; and di- 
reffh ſays he never ſaw the King write it, nor the Book it 


ſelf, till after his death; but Sir William aff:rms from theſe 
very papers, that he often ſaw it in the Iſle of Wight, when 
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he waited on the King in his Bed-chamber. Now here our 
Author finds fault with an Hiſtorian, and: with ſuch a one- 
too, who for his faithfullnefs, sKill, and induſtry, hath been, 
and allways wilt be, defervedly admired ; few ages or na- 
tions have produced a man comparable to him, in all the 
good. qualities of an Hiſtorian ; and the Kingdom rea 
the benefit of his compleat judgment and indefatigable 
pains, in mighty and prodigious inſtances; and no man 
who hath heard of the name of Sir Wilhtam Dugdale , 
need to be told how to rely on him ; and it will equally 
move a man's indignation and contempt to ſee a little 
{ſnarling Author treating him with reproach, and telling 
his Readers how cautiouſly they ſhould rely upon him, and 
Hiſtorians like him. In the mean time, as to. his Excep- 
tions, I anſwer : 

1. He pretends to cenſure Sir Wi//:am for miſrepreſenting 
Sir Thomas Herbert, and at the ſame time does it notori- 
ouſly himſelf; he fays here, that Sz7 Thomas direftly ſays 
he never ſaw the Book till after the King's death, whereas 
he ſays no ſuch thing, neither directly nor by.conſequence; 
he ſays indeed he found the Manuſcript among the Books 
which the King gave him; but thar is ſo far from ſaying 
direttly that he never ſaw it before, thar it does not in the 
leaſt imply any ſuch thing: and he is fit indeed to tell. us 
how cautiouſly we ſhould rely upon Hiſtorians, who ſo 
groſsly fallifies a quotation he had made but juſt before, 
and falſtfies it too in that very thing in which the Anſwer 
conſiſts. Sir Wilham ſays, it was frequently ſeen by Sir 
Thomas 77 2he Ifle of Wight; and our Author, becauſe he 
cannot find an Anſwer for this, makes one of his own head, 
and makes Sig Thomas Herbert ſay, and ſay directly too, 
that he never ſaw it. 'Fhis is a direct Anſwer indeed, bur 
*tis a direC& forgery too; and if Teſtimonies are a little- 
of the ſkreighteſt, *tis but ſupplying them with a few 
words. and then our Author can deal well enough with 
them. 

2. Sir Thomas ſays nothing of ſeeing the Book, and Sir 
William aferms from theſe very papers, that be often ſaw 
> 


[77 ] 


it in the le of Wight. But how does our Author know - 
that? Theſe papers indeed were written at the requeſt of 
Sir 11am Pugdale, but were there no other? . Yes appa- 
rently, -and. our Author might have inforrn'd himſelf from 
the recital I had- made out of this Book | of 'Sir . Thomas 


Herbert's, which begins thus, © By yours--of the 22. of Vind.p. 364 


& Auguſt laſt, I find you have received my former Letters 
< of the 1/2. and 13th of May, 1678. and ſeeing it is your 
« farther deſire, I ſhould recolle&t what I can well remem- 
< -ber ' upon that ſad fabje& .more at large : So-that- Six 
Wilham had before receiv'd Two Letters on the ſame ſub- 
JeQ, and the intent of this, was to be a —— to them; 
and to give a larger and more. full recital of what might 
be omitted before; and in all probability, what. Sir W:/- 
Kam faid of Sir Thomas's ſeeing the Book in-the Ile; of 
Wight, was out of thoſe former Letters, and. the thing be- 
fore us plainly declares it ;' for Sir W:/lzam's; purpoſe there, 
was. to vindicate the: King's Title: to that Boo z:and he 
would. never have neglected ſuch-a pertinent proof, as Sir 
Thomas having the Manuſcript it ſelf, written with the 
King's own hand, and.which. he found !to,be ſo, by. com- 


paring it with: other of the King's writings; | This 1s more 


full and. home than. only: ſeeing; it, and !Sir Wi/lraw could 
not have omitred it, if he had thoſe; papers-. before: him 


when he wrote thoſe paſſages ; and *ris probable. that this: 


ſupplemental and larger relation, which. muſt take up ſo- 
much time in the drawing, up,. containing 83-pages in fo/zo, 


might come too late, for Sir W:/l:am's. Short View of - the 


Troubles: muſt have been. in the Preſs: then,, of before he 
ſent that Letter, for it contains near 250 Sheets; -and was. 
publiſhed the beginning of 1681, perhaps the latter end 
of 1680. for *ris uſual with Bookſellers to run the date 
three. or four Manths: before the publication, and. Sir Wi 
liam's Letter to Sir Thomas nie that Relation, bears 
date Auguft the 22. 1679. | 
However, upon the whole, it is to. be obſerv'd', that 
when Sir Wil/ham Dugdale publiſhed the Teſtimonies of. 
theſe Gentlemen, they were both alive, as Su Mo lays, 
| UTTES 
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F ſhall make it evident from the Teflimony of very credible 
perſons yet living : Major Huntington and Sir Thomas Her- 
bert were hoth living at that time and after, when Sir W:/- 
fiam publiſhed their names to the world, as Witneſſes to 
the truth of what he afferted ; this ſhews the fairneſs of 
.* the proceeding, and the aſſurance Sir Wi//am had in what 
he reported, when he appeal'd to ſuch vouchers as were in 
being, and might every day be ſpoke with; and moreover 
confirms the truth of his. relation beyond all poſhble ex- 
ceprion/and contradiQion. :1:Let any man think, if he can, 
that Sir W:#4am would have appeal'd ro /ruzrg Witneſſes 
for the proof of a forgery, or that either of thoſe Gentle- 
men would have' ſuffered their names to ſtand upon record, 
and in the face of the world, before the preſent age and 
poſtetity, 40-farher a fictitious. Teſtimony which they never 
2ave,' and 'nobthave'taken care by ſome publick a& to have 
diſfownd"it.”' Sir W://:am plainly; openly, and hefore the 
world aſſerts, that Major Huntingtof recover'd the Book 
by the favour of General Fairfax, and that Sir Thomas 
Herbert ſaw it often. in the Ile of Wight; they were both 
living then and' after, and ſceing neither. they themſelves, 
nor any body elſe, queftion'd ir in their life time, *ris im- 
ns it ſhould be:done when they are dead; ' and Sir 
William's report ftands the moſt firm and unexceprionable, 
and *tis the utmoſt obſtinacy and refraQtarineſs to diſpute a 
Teftimony in ſuch circumſtances. 

- - I now proceed to Mr. Lever's Teſtimony, © That of his 
'& own certain knowledge he can depoſe the Book was tru- 
<'ly' the King's, having obſerv'd his Majefty oftentimes 
«< writing his Royal Reſentments of the bold and inſolent 
< behaviour of the Souldiers, when they had him in their 
<« cuftody : That being nominated by his Majeſty to be one 
< of his Servants during the Treaty in the Ile of Wighr. 
< he had the happineſs to read the ſame oftentimes in 
« Manuſcript under his Majeſty's own hand, being pleas'd 
& to leave it in the window of his Bed-chamber: And that 
* when the King was remov'd to Hurſt Caſte, he had the 
* charge of this Book, and a Cabinet of other papers, 


* which 
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& which at the ſaid Caſtle he delivered again to his Ma- 
< jeſty. This is our Author's repreſentation of this Teſti- 
mony, and the Reader may be ſure it is done as may 


beſt ſerve his turn, but not very fairly, as we ſhall ſee im- 


mediately : for thus he begins, Where, by the way, he does P. 14% 


not inform ws, if the Book was diſtinfly groen him from the 
Cabinet, or that he only concluded it was in it. Now al- 
though this is a ridiculous Obje&ion, and it ſignifies no- 
thing whether it was in or out of the Cabinet, fo long as 
Mr. Levet affirms, that he 'had the charge of the Book, as 
well as the Cabinet; yet it may ſerve to ſhew us our Au- 
thor's unfairneſs, who hath pretermitted a material part of 
this Evidence, and which makes his Exception yet more 
ridiculous. Mr. Lever fays, © That during the King's 
« making himſelf ready, he concern'd himſelf only how 
« to ſecure this Book of: his, and'a ſmall Cabinet wherein 
© he ſecur'd his Letters to his Queen. And then adds, 
< The King gave him-in charge This faid Book and ſmall 
« Cabinet: which makes them diſtin enough, if thar 
ſignified any thing. But the force of this Teſtimony does 
not lye in the diſtinQtion of the Book from the Cabinet , 
which is an ObjeQtion' fit for none'but our Anthorz bur 
the 'Emphafis' ies upon .Th:s Book,"'z. ce: That yery Bobk 
which Mr. Ezver had! oftentimes ſeert-the:Ring write in; 
and which-he himſelf had read in Manuſcript; Thjs Book 
the King was concern'd' to fecure, and Th:s-Book he had tm 
_—; and *tis very ptaſant indeed to-ask whether he 
eoncluded It was in the' Cabmer'or not; for let" htim -<on- 
chide it, of! not conclide It, the” eſtirony Anion Ter 
ainſt Hin ,/whith he neither wilt ' nor <8 /ahfMWer "noe 

amefully rriftes with it; and yet'hath 'the confidence 


to ſimm: up this Evidence in this manner, bo apo obferv'd p. 1455 
e 


him writing- bis wu againſt the rude bebavzozr-0 
the Soutthers, an | | 
knowledge that Icon Bafilike was hrs own, wheres Mr E4 
ver fer to! depoſe direfly to the: Book,” and"Ipedks. of 
the Book direttly and plainly throughout his Teſtimony : 
The Book he could depoſe of his own knowledge _u the 
ing's 


ſo was ready to-depoſe of big" te; z | 


EE £%] 
King's ' own.,” the ſame he read in pour egy. the ſame 
the King was concern'd to ſecure, and the ſame the King 
gave him in charge when he was carried to Hurſt Caſtle , 
and is all this no more than obſerving the King writing his 
+ reſentments-againſt the inſolence of -Souldiers? Bur when 


an Author lays aſide all ſhame and modeſty, he is qualified 


tc fay any thing in the world. 

At length he comes to make his Exceptions againſt Sir 
Thomas Herbert's and Mr. Levet's Teſtimony, and his 
method is by confronting them againſt each other : Here 
( ſays he) are ſeveral very obſervable circumſtances, as 
:rſt that although Mr. Herbert ( who was of the King's 
| Bed-chamber, never ſaw him write a ſyllable of this Book, 
bis Majeſty, he ſays, being allways in private when he 
wrote, and his Servants never coming into his Bed-cham- 
ber till. he cald;, yet Mr. Levet, a Page of the pan pooke 
often. ſaw bim' write, knew what he wrote, and could read 
the Bogk when be; pleas'd. But this:our Author doth not re- 
peat fairly ; he ſays bis Majeſty being allways in private 
when be wrote, and his Servants never coming in till call'd, 
as if it extended to all the King's Servants ; whereas Sir 
Thomas ſpeaks it with, limitation thoſe his Servants i. e. 
himſelf and Mr: Harrngron, ( for he, only ſpeaks of them 
there, . and., only i) to them, ) which plainly implies 
that ſome other of the King's Servants might be with him 
when he wrote in private, though: they were not, other- 
wile there can be no ſenſe made of that limitation Thoſe 
bis Servants , and this is a reaſon why Sir Thomas did not 
ſe the King write it, but.is no reaſon. but ſome, other be- 
fides him: might; - and Sir. Thomas's. Teſtimony rather cor- 
roborates,. than confronts that of Mr. Levet; he ſuppoſes 
the King wrote it in his Bed-chamber, though he Fi not 
Tee. him, and Mr. Lever affirms he ſaw the King write it at 
the lame, time and * pug And that Mr. Lever ſhould ſee the 
King write it, and not Mr. Herbert, there, is one apparent 
tealon,. and there may be many more: Mr. Lever. was an 
old Servant, had allways ſtuck by the King, and. waited 
on him, during all his ſufferings, but the Kin _ foe 
| I. HIerDert 
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Mr. He#bert *til he attended the Parliament Commiſhoners 


to Newcaftle, and: never took. him into his ſervice, *rill all - 
his own Servants were violently. torn. from him at, Hoimby, - 
and'it was rather neceſſity than. choice, that. caus'd him to. 
pitch: upon: two : of the followers! of! the Commiſhoners ; 


(:Mr..Herberr arid Mr. Harrington) to attend him in his 


Bed-chamiber; ' and *tis no wonder that the King ſhould - 


admit an old tiy'd Servant, and one that had conſtantly ad- 


herd to him, . to more privacy and though the King was. 


ſatisfied with Mr. 'Herberr's \faithfulneſs, yer *tis. plain in 


the very inſtance: before ws,;.that he did .not at «that. time. 
uſe him. in the ſame degree of-traft, with Mr. Lever : For 


this Book, and:his Cabinet of Letters to the Queen, the 
things he was then moſt concern'd to ſecure, were : com- 
mitted to the charge of Mr. Lever and not Mr. Herhexr. 

His next Obſervation is, "That *tis not very likely that the 


King, who. is" faid to: value this more than all his Fewels, 
ſhould ſo'careleſly leaveitt an bis Bed-chamber, when be. war 
abroad. And why not, 1 PHY, when it was under the care of }. 


Mr. Lever, who was notranger to it, and who ſays expreſsly 
(which our Author hath left out) that be was allways obliged 
ro attend there bis Majeſty's.coming. Well, but then Mr. Her- 
bert,- zap the very Souldiers, might ſee it as well as: Mr. Le- 
veti; Our. Author. it ſeems: makes no ' difference between 
the King's Bed-chamber. and a Guard-chamber, as if it was 


free for all: comers and goers. But by his favour, no- . 
erſon, no not the Governour himſelf, could come into it, - 


ut- by leave of the Fage of the Back-ſtairs; and Mr. Her- 
bert tells a memorable ftory. in this large relation, © That 
< he and Mr. Harrington were in the Green, waiting on the 
« King, who finding the weather ſomewhat cold, the King. 
« bad Mr. Herbert go for his Cloak, and entring the Bed- 
« chamber, found the Governour (Collonel Hammond) rea- 
* dy to come forth, with one other Officer in compa- 
<« ny, and Mr. Read:ng, who then waited as Page of the 
<« Back-ſtairs, and :by infinuation had let him in; ' and 
he adds, © That he gave the Page of rhe Back-ſtairs a ſharp 
s rebuke, and the Governour _ made acquainted with 


(4 it, 


P. 144 


"1 
«jr; (by Mr. Reading,.) threathed to:difmils Mr. Hebert.” 
Sb tharthere-wds no fuch free'acceſs, av our Authof\imagins, 
to the Bed-thamber; eſpecially: ding the King's abſence; 
and :the Governodr himſelf ;:arid milch lefs ann body elle, 
cont&mvr come inj bit by=rhe'treachtry!of the; Page:ofithe 
Backtans.” Ant! this fhewsthar\the!Bad-cl Wab'a | 
lice fecore Eenotigh;.. and there was no Tuch carelefinels, ! in 
eaving it Where no [> mom no Levet himialt,. 
andir-plainly confirms Mr. Lyoer's Teftimony. cit! 2 |: 
nd" toſtly, Clays hey) ithut\the-King'Jhoulll have fomwchi 
leafure 10: mind 9bis Book, duting iu Jeity with. brsi Swbjetts,, 
or -thoutdi:tofe ap thier i11:rnongo of it; licmtbe: bajſtheſs: 
in agitation) cotcerned=no les than hit ve-eftabliſhmeitt -of 
abtiizations, is wot cfedible. Well, as: :incredible.as our Au-; 
thor thinks this is, he:contutes:it himſelf the very-hext page; 


for- there he'tellz'us ; Though the King inal reaſon might, 


and Þ really\betieve. did, 'corrett. or:ymertinew part, ond per- 
haps tfunſcribe.th#'wbole Bbok.\ Now? tis'to-be remembred; 
that "our Author. wit have' the; Book tent. to, the King at 
this Treaty, and deliverd to him when all :that: buſineſs 
was in agitation, that he- ſpeaks of, and it feems..ro' ſerve 
his own turn; and if Dr..Gazden may be allowed to-be the: 
Author, - then *tis credible enough, that the King: had: heaſure 
ro correEt and: interline it, which ſuppoles annd/ng it, and 
minding-it _— too ; and Moreover, 'to- 'trah{cribe. the: 
whole Book. -(forthar word perhaps implies as leaſt the cre- 
dibility of itz) but if he was the Author of it; himſelf, it 
is by no means to. be believed, thar bz. ſhon/&Þave fo. much 
lraſure to mind it, or wonld lofe any tmme' in writing of 
77... And 1 perceive, with our Author, tbe Kidg. rr af regfor 
#ight fpend his rime about Dr. Gazder's Book, . but at the 
fame rime it was. ſo prerious;;'that he had none-art all to: 
{pare about his own: He really belttves:the King did cor- 
rect and interline this. Book, and at the: fame time it ſur- 
paſſes his belief, thar he ſhould 'haye. fo \thuck leature to 
mind it ; he thinks it (credible he might tranſeribe the 
whole. Book, and at the fame. time [rhinks' it incredible he 
would loſe any time in writing of it. 'Þ fink fome ones 
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. them at go 


teaſon and: belief xe. very; fexible things, and. they haye 


a mach required to f- 
ubjeft matter of it ends 


give. no. fair. reafon, why Mr. Lower mould 7 ſhould 


'things) were: really done, and not yPgn what reaſons they * 
1 


were done. ' And when Mr. Lever directly. affirms, and of- 


command, when they can believerthe fame 


P. 146. 


Ir 


*thete ſhonld be fo. many Copies ; 
| Þim by the King, and Chai 
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? 


») 


"nothing can be aid to that bur- by cxcepting 'to the ctedtt 


of the Witneſs: - 210 THe? LSERETTERS | mad 
In the mean time, he hath put off the examining Sir Ths- 


'mas Herbert's Teſtimony ſo long, till he hath -utterly for- 


got it;.and I muſt remind him-of it ; that he ſays © He 


« found the Manuſcript among the Books which the King 
.< gave him, that comparing it with his hand writing in 


« other things .he/foutid i106" very like, 'as ro''believe it 


© was his own, having ſeen much of the King's: writings 
'< before, particularly a-Franſlation-ef Dr. Sanderſor's Book 


s De Furamentis, examin't by himſelf and Mr. Harrington, 
< and found accurately tran{tated/ However, though our Au- 
thor ſays nothing to it, he with his uſual confidence ſumms 
» thus! A third preſames the King \might write. it, be- 


chiſe he read a'great many Books: 8nd then thus concludes 


'his* ſummary, and they ' unahrmoufly ' conclude that. he was 
the genuine Author, beceufe the Book was written with his 


own hand, all which Teſtimonies, confidering the premiſſes. 
prove 'no more nor leſs than that the King 'could write and 
read, which 'was* never denied by any that I know. Now 


' ach Miff as this is:a fhock to any. man's modeſty; and de- 
Aerves ſcorn, but not 'an-Anfiver : And if'he had reſolv'd 


to deal ar this rate, he ſhould have- adjourr'd the debate 


to Bi/lirſgate, where, he would have met_with Antagoniſts 


who could have managed a Controverſie with him his own 
way, and at his own weapon. ; 
Our ' Author hath two. 4 — behind;/:one is that 
+." Herbert had-one left 
tes the Second: ſhewed another to 
Mr. Wood, as Dr. Canaries writes-;- and although our Au- 
thor may allow the King to tranſcribe one Copy, yet he 
cannot'be perſuaded that he could find leafure . enough to 
write fo many Copies. Now indeed, if this Book had 
been 'of Dr. Gaudez's compoſing, *tis unaccountable) that 


'rheze ſhould 'be ohe Copy under. the-King's own _harid, 


what'leaſure ſoever he had{ but # it was his'own, there 
was treaſon enough for more Copies than one ;/ this Book 
had been raken from him once before, and he was. not: in 


ſuch 
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ſuch good hands, but he-might reaſonably fear to be riff 


_—_ and ſeeing he put ſuch a great value upon it, as it 
Ju 


ly deſerv'd., it was highly reaſonable to ſecure it by 
more Tranſcripts, 'that if one was taken the other might 


- be preſerv'd : And for writing ſo much with his own hand, 


we may hear the Teſtimony of a perſon, who (among 
others) heard the King diſcourſing at his table of the ad- 


vantages 'he had reap'd by his ſufferings, and among them 
adds this, Neither (faid he) 7s this all the benefit that princely . 
my preſent infelicity hath brought me; for this groundleſs Pelican. 
diſtaſte of the. Publick, hath made me my own Private Se. P+ 25 


cretary,, 1 am now become my own Amanuenfis: My abi/r- 
ties, though mean, may now appear, for I have none to enable 
- them, I have ſometimes held it ſufficient to diffate to a pen, 
but now thoſe direftories 1n all 1ikelyhood are to be eſtranged 


from me, I muſt accommodate my garb to my 'preſent Fox-" : 
' tunes, Princes in diſtreſs may not be aſhaw'd to be 


their own Secretaries. - 
The next is,' Why is none of theſe ever ſince produc'd? 
. How came this Prince's Autographs to be thus negleted, 
when bis day is-fo ſtriftly obſero'd? This is a pure Ob- 
xQtion, to deny the Book becauſe the original Copy is nor 
roduc'd ; and yet he hath been told by Sir Thomas Her- 
_v that he had it, and given him by the King too, and 
that I think. is producing it, except he thinks nothing ts 
producing it, but ſending it about to be ſeen. - Sir Ths- 
mas's Teſtimony -is ſufficient to ſhew that it was in being, 
and probably. is '{o- ſtilt-in Sir Thomas's Study.- - But that 
.1 ſuppoſe. is not ths bufineſs, the ſting of 'the  Obje&tion 
lies in the-reaſon, when His Day is þo firittly obſerv'd ; our 
Author cauld pardon the Autographs, - if the people would 
but let the Day alone; this is a nuſance and grievance 


. to the Nation, the occaſion of abundance of miſchief,, and 


he hath beftow'd. near- four Pages againſt the obſerving it ; 


-and among others hath- theſe-remarkadle ' expreſſhons ,” Be- p, x64 


ſides that for many weighty reaſons fuch days ought" not to 
. be perpetuated, or otherwiſe in a little time ours will be 


as full os the Roman Calandar, - Sweh-days, 3. e. ſuch days 


AS 


( 


[86 i} 
,as the 30th. of Zonuaery, (for he\is ſpeaking of that, and 
,of; that only, ) and ſhall we have -as many Roya/ Martyrs 
to fill our Calendar, as the-Papilts have Saints ? and all 
this -in @ {ile time too? This 1s a terrible ſort of 2 
Tealon for laying ade ſuch days, or otherwiſe our Ca- 
lendar will be over-loaded. with them. And our Author's 


affirms, that the frlt Title, the Roya/ Plea, was chang'd 


*+ 
',' 


Jaylor,, and the xealon gt that was, ileaft-it ſhould be ſup- 


Printer and.Corredtor teſti 
written, .and one, of them to the change of the Title, -to 


s the. perſon by .whoſe advice it was ghang'd, and..the [rea- 


Caſe, except they thad received the Book from the hands 
of the King himſelf. And one would thipk this might 


have 


[877 


have defety'd a little of our Author's pains, eſpecially con- 
fidering that if this Teſtimony > ſuffered t6' ftund uncone- 
rtolled, 'the ſupports of his' Cauſe are perfely-ruin'd ;' 


for i this be true; Dr. Walker's Account, and- Mrs. Gau- 
defs* Narrative are both falſs. - And I crave leave'to mind 
hifi. that his not diſptoving will be conſtraed an acknow- 
ledgment, and all indifferent men will conclude that he 


yields what he- does not except to, and while he leaves:un-- 


rowelt'd ſach pregnant Teſtimonies; he gives up his Cauſe, 
and- deſerts-it in the plain eld. 02" OTE 

For a Conclufion' of this particular I had mention'd two 
Aitthors, who ſpeak direQly to the matter, and teſtific their 
own knowledge of the King's being the Author, which our 
Author thus diſcreetly anſwers, We ſhatl- hear and examine 
them when they'll pleaſe to tell us their names, though all 
they 'have to Jay is anſwered allready. ' Fhis laſt 'is a bold 
ftroak, for one of them ſays, he knew the. King's hand, he 
hat ſeen the' Manuſcript, he had heard him own it ; and the 
other gtves a. particular account of the King's intentions 
and ditcourſes relating to this Book, how early it began, 


upon what occaſion, and what fteps he made in ir; and is 


Jl this atifiver'd already ? 1 perceive our Author hath a ve- 
ry quick hand at anſwering. Bur I ſuppoſe he means they 
afe anſwer'd as well as all the reff, and rhatis true enough 


for there 15 nor nuch difference berween anſwering nothing, 


and an{vwering nothing to the purpoſe. In the mean time, 
*ris very ridiculous to except to the truth of an Author 
for no other reaſon but only not publiſhing his. name; and 
eſpecially by ſuch a one who doth the fame thing himſalf; 
4nd if this be a treaſon, I perceive our Author does not ex- 
4ary thar: The Life of John Milton, and Amor, thould 


hd rhuch credit in the world: However, there was goot. 
reaſon for thoſe Authors to conceal themfelves, 'Fruth was 
3t that titne a little roo dangerous for a man to fer his. 


hame to it; and although I-doubr nor,- # we-could recover 
their names, but the character of the perſons would ſet a 


=_ value upon their Teftimony ; neverthelefs, they have 
Wl 


1 their weight, aud theit Authority ought not to. be re- 


jected, 


[88] 


Jefted, but upon very good reaſons, which our Author can- 
not conveniently ſpare at*his time, eſpecially when. they 
deliver nothing but what very well agrees with the thing it 
{elf,, and: concurs in ſubſtance and circumſtance with other- 
Teſtimony; particularly one of them tells-us, © Thar theſe, 
« Meditations were ſeized'at Na/eby, and by the benignity 
© of the Conquerour were recovered again, . and returned to 
' © the King, which infinitely cheer'd him. And this Book 
was printed in 1649. near thirty years before Major Hun- 
zington made his relation to Sir W://:am Dygda/e; and when 
the ſame Teſtimony, in the ſame circumſtances, is deliyered 
at different times, . on ſeverall occaſions, and by divers per- 
ſons, they plainly corroborate each other, and there can be 
no poſſible reaſon to doubt of the truth and fincerity of the 
Evidence. © -_ | DE 
{Having thus difpatch'd what our Author hath, and what 
ke hath not excepted to, I ſhall produce ſome farther /Te- 
{timony to prove that the King was the true and, genuine 
Aurhor. = : : 
The firlt is the Teſtimony of Mr. Barry, a Counſellor of 
 Gray's-Izmn, who in a Letter to a friend, bearing date A- 
_ pril 28. 1699. (and which Letter I have now in my hands) 
gives this memorable ſtory, and I ſhall ſer. it down in his own 
words. When I was a Student, and after a young Barreſter of 
zhe bonowrable Society of Grays-Inn, 1 uſed in the long vacation 
to, come down and pay my duty to my Father, and at the 
Same time I did the like to Sir William Morton, then a reve- 
rend Fudge of the King's-Bench, who (without boaſting ) ad- 
mitted me 10 almoſt an intimacy with bim 4, with whom dining 
one day, and dinner being over, the Fudge over a bottle of 
Wine and a Pipe, diſcours'd of the ſtrange parts, great wiſ- 
aom, and abilities of Charles the Firſt, with whom he ſaid 
he bad been very converſant. Tv all which I anſwered, and 
Said, And yet they will not allow him to be the Author of the 
Book called erxay Beamainy* To which the Fudge laying his hand 
gently on mine ſaid, young Gentleman, or My. Barry, I am 
an old man, but you may lroe to tell, as occaſion offers, what 
I ſhall now relate to you, when 1 ( meaning himſelf ). was a 
Collonel 
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Collonel in the late King's Army, and upon a time, ihe A+ 
my marching about Stow in Glocefterthire, the King lead the 
Horfe himſctf, and one Sir William Vaviſor the Foot, when 
a ftorm of rain fell, and it happened fo great, as ſeparated 
the Horſe from the Foot, and the King was forc'd to betake 
himſelf to a Countrey Village, where the beſt houſe was an 
Ale-houſe, into which the King was no ſooner got, but hc 
was concern'd leaſt Sir William Vaviſor ſhould fall into the 
Enemies quarters, for want of orders to march; whereupon 
the King ( ſaid the Fudge ) call'd me, and it was agreed 
upon, orders ſhould be ſent to Sir William Vaviſor; where- 
upon pen, ink and paper was calPd for, but the houſe af- 
fording neuher, the King pulled out of his own pocket a 
pen and ink, and likewiſe a prece of paper, which the Fugde 
faid be gave him, with which the Fudge ſaid he retired into 
another room or apartment, and going to write on the pa- 
per, he faund one ſide of the paper writen upon by#be King's 
own hand, with which the Fudge told me he was very well 
acquainted : the Fudge told me the writing was to this effect, 
or the very fame words: As to the Rebells taking of my 
Letters, as it was an advantage they could not well expe, 
ſo they knew not how with civility to uſe; for allways 
amidſt the greateft advantages are the greateſt obligations, 
and ſuch ſhould T have efteemed the concealment of my 
Letters, which challenge a privacy from all who are not whol- 
ly barbarous. Which when the Fudge bad read, the Fudge told 
me he carried the paper to the King again, and told his 
Majeſty, he thought he deſign'd that paper for ſome other 
ufe ; which when the King lookt on, he Ed Cry mercy, and 


put it in his pocket again, out of which the Fudge told 


me the King gave him another paper, on which the Fudge 
told me be wrote orders, and ſent them to Sir William Va- 
viſor, as the King commanded, moreover, the Fudge bid me 
look in the Book when I came home, in the Chapter contain- 
ing the King's ſentiments on that occaſion, and I did ſo, and 
found the ſame paſſage, or words to the ſame effett, which 
1 have retain'd in my memory ever ſince, having hardly ſeen 
the Book ſince, whieh was in the fore vacation, ſixty _ : 

& + (wy 
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The next is the Teſtimony of Mr. Symmons's Widow. 
And it is agreed on all hands, that Mr. Symmons was the 
perſon who was only concern'd in. the po_ it, and who 
was privy to the whole matter, this Mrs, Gazder and Dr. 
Talker affert, and this, is atteſted on the other fide, and 
Sir Wi/l;am Dugdale affirms it, and conſequently his Evi- 
dence mult be of great weight in this Caſe, and neither fide 
can except againſt it; and thus it follows verbatim as I re- 
ceived ir from the Reverend Mr. Sp:ncks, who took it from 

her own mouth. _ = | 
The Teſtimony of Mrs. Een Spanne, formerly Wife of 
the Reverend Mr. Edward Symmons, ReCQtor of Rayne 

in the County of Eſſex. . | 

The ſaid Ars. $ anne + that in or about the year 
1648. ſceing ber Woches » Mr. Symmons, reading ſome 
papers written in a hand ſhe was wholly unacquainted with, 
and which ſhe therefore concluded not to be bis own, ſhe en- 
ores of him whoſe they were? and where he had them# 
1 relation to the latter of which enquiries,” be deſired her 
not to inſiſt upon it, becauſe be was unwilling to inform ber. 
for this reaſon, that if called any way to account, ſhe might 
be able to ſivear that ſhe knew not how he came by them. 
As to the other, he anſwer'd that they were the King's, and 
were ſent him to the end he might get Ad uns” Not 
long after, be committed them 10 the Preſs, and ſome, Sheets of 
them being printed, were brought. to his Lodgings ,in Canr- 
ter Lane, and there were ſeized by Souldiers, who. were 
fent to plunder him, which ſomewhat retarded the publica- 
tion of them: tough the original papers, being then in the 
Printers . hands, eſcaped their ſearch, and ſo at length the 
Book. ( 1. e. the Icon Baſilike ) came forth.. Not long ' after 
her ſaid Husband My. Symmons died, and fome time after 
her Husband's death, 1his ſaid Mrs. Symmons. was invited 
ro dine with one Mr. Robinſon behind the Royal Exchange, 
who after dinner took her aſide, and deſired her to deal tru- 
ty and freely with him, in a matter that he had to profound to 
her, which was about the Author of Icon Bafilike; to whom 
the replied, ihat- it was in truth the King's : He fartbes re- 
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queſted of ther totell him-if it was not ber: Hushand's, adding 
withall, that -it would be for her advantage to ſpeak the 
Truth; whereto ſhe again anſwer'd, that it was not ber Hus- 
band's, but the King's, and her Husband was only imployed 
to get it printed; aſſuring him moreover, that when her 
Said Husband lay on his death-bed, he was preſſed by one to 
declare the Truth im this particular, and that 'he anſwer'd 
the perſon thus. preſſing bim (who was bis Phyſitian Dy. Ba- 
thurlt, zhozgh ſhe did not then think fit to name him to 
Mz. Robinſon, ) that it was certainly the King's, and that 
he did neither add to, nor diminiſh from it in any reſpet, 
but ſent it away to the Preſs exadly as it came to bis bands. 
Thus much Mr. Symmons profeſſed a little before his death, 
and. thus much his Widow, Mrs. Symmons, owned. before 
Mr. Robinſon, when : enticed by him to the contrary; and 
ſhe yet believes, and ſhall allways believe, that as verily 
as ſhe is now alive, the aforeſaid: Icon Bafilike was the 
King's own Book, compoſed by himſelf, and written in his 
own hand. 1 
Signed this 5th of Febr. 1695. , Ellen Spanne. 
in the preſence of Rzc. Hughes, Tho. Spanne.  . «| 

And now to ſumm up this Evidence in behalf of the King, 
in order, here we have 'Judge. Morton reading ſome of it 
in a rough draught, .in the King's own hand, in a Paper 
taken out of: the King's Pocket ; Major Huntington reco- 
vered the Manuſcript it ſelf by the favour of General Fair- 
fax,i and delivered itito the King-at Hampron Court, Mr. 
Levet ſaw the'King divers times writing of it, read it in 
Manuſcript; and had the Book it- ſelf in- charge. in the I/c 
of Wight ,, Sir Thomas Herbert had the Book. it ſelf given 
him by. the King, written 'with his own. hand, and which 
he compar'd with other of the King's Writings, Mr. Sym- 
ons, to whoſe care the printing of it-was,committed, te- 
{tifies - upon , his death-bed -that: it..was: the King's own, 
Mr. Royſton the Bookſeller had. a. meſſage from the King, 
to. prepare for the: printing ſome papers, and which papers 
were this very Copy,. brought December the 23. following ; 
the Printer and CorreQtor teſtifie, _ the Copy they _ 
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wed it by, was. written by the: hand of: Secretary Oderr ;, 
and the Correor farther declares, that to prevent the 
{eizing-it by Informers, the. Title was changed (by leave 
from the King) by Dr. Feremiab Taylor. This is-tull and 
accumulative Evidence, and all dire& to the matter; and 
withour any obſervation upon it, I ſhall leave the Reader 
entirely to judge for himſelf, whether a matter of fa& of 
this nature. be not more. than ſufficiently, even abundantly 
ov'd. | | 

"We come at length to ny area Letters- Patents to 
Mr. Ch;ſwell, to reprint the Works of King Charles T. to- 
confront which, our Author tells a long 1{tory, which I ſhall 
not need to repeat, but only acquaint the Reader that I made 
bold to write to Sir Roger Leftrange, and he did me the ta- 
VOur to Tteturn me an Anſwer; beth which Letters 1 ſhall 
tay before him, and then leave him to Judge of the whole 
roatter. Mine to Sir Roger was-as. follows: 

Srr,, Finding your name mention'd 17 a Book called Amyn- 
tor, P. 151. =: a ſtory along with it, wherem it is.my hap to 
be alittle concern'd, 1 take the freedom to beg the favour of 
an Anſwer from you to the Thee following Queries, zf- it 
may ſtand with your good liking... rene: 

i. Whether «upon your ——_— to King James for a Re- 
commendatory Letter, in bebalf of Mr. Chiſwel, to print, or 
recommend the Works of King Charles tbe Firſt, did the 
Krng refuſe this requeſt or.not* _. 

2. .Did tbe King retuſe, and give this zeaſen for bis retu- 
{a}, bat Icon Bafilike was not his.Father's Book >: 

3. Did you ever tell My. Chiſwel of. this, or any other 
fuch reſolution of the faid King ? ED 


A Line or two in retura.ugon theſe beads will highly oblige, 
=> 4. 1699. Sir, Tour. We. 
_ m_ Anſwer jm my Re | 
\dz7, 12 anſwer. io your ee: 1078. 1H ONAEF.q8 IDC 
te, and in few ads as poſfible. os, \ ws 
14. The Requeſt wes fo far from berag tefufed, that it was 
anted, and the Book printed wnder the Authority of that 
icenſe. | | 
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2: I never heard the King ſay, that Icon Baſilike tas not 
{ his Father's Book. or any thing to that purpoſe. 
ky 2. | never told Mr. Chiſwel of any ſuch Refolution taken 


by the ſaid King, as is above mentioned. 
This is the plain Truth of the Caſe, and it is at your ſer- 
vice, to make what uſe of it you pleaſe. 

4 May 5. 1699. Sir, I am your, Qe. 

by Roger Leſtrange. 

Laftly, our Author ſpeaks to Pamela's Prayer, hath recited 
it at large, and rakes abundance of pains to prove that it was - 
really uſed by the King, which from him is the pleaſanteſt 
thing in the world : He hath all along been indeavouring to 
prove the whole Book a forgery, and father'd upon rhe 
King, and why not the Prayer too? why is not the Prayer Dx. 
Gauder's, as well as the Book ? And his reaſon for this makes - 
it yet more pleaſant, which is that Mr.;Royſton printed 21 : p. rg. 
Why. Mr. Royftor printed the whole 'Book, and moreover 
aftrms that ic was brought to him from the King, (which is - 
more than ever was faid of the Pxayer,) and. it Mr. Roy- 

for's printing and atteſting, are not ſufficient to prove the 
Book genuine, how comes his bare printing without any 
farther circumſtance, to be fuch an extraordinary proof for 
the uſe of the Prayer? This is very righteous dealing, and - 
our Author ſhewes his juſtice, when any thing will paſs - 
to prove what he thinks reflects on the King's memory, and 
yet the very ſame proofs, and a hundred times more ftrong 
and pregnant, muft be all in{uifictent to prove what makes 
for his Honour. And whatever our Author thinks, this is 
a very ſevere TefleQion on his proceedings, and plainly 
ſhews thar he diſputes with a bya{s, and there is corrup- 
tion at the botrom; for there is nothing more ſhameleſs and . 
wamodeſt, as well as urational, to infift with aſſurance on 
thoſe very pfoots which he denies to bis Adverſaries. In 
the mean time, that this Prayer was a forgery, and a. forgery 
of his friend M/ton too, I had prov'd beyond ex _ 

. by a teſtimony from: Mr. Hz/ the Printer, * Who-told Dr. yiag.g, x. 
« Gl and Dr. Bernard that it was inlerted by the contri- 
< ance of Milton and Bradfbars, to bring a ſcandal ” _ 
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* Book; and blaſt the reputation of its Author; and the 
* occaſion was, that Mr. D:zgard, M/torrs intimate Friend. 
< being taken printing an Edition of the King's Book, Mz/- 
& ton got him off, by Brad/haw's intereſt, on condition that 
* he ſhould add Pame/d's Prayer to the Book. This our 
Author calls a gre fable , and the reaſon is, when it does 
not appear that Dugard, who was Printer to the Parlia- 
ment, ever printed this Book. Does not appear, i. e. does 
not appear to him ;'and'it is very bold to call this 2 groſs 
fable, becauſe he does not know whether Mr: Dygard printed 
the Book or not. Does he think his ignorance of a matter 
iS {ſufficient to make it a groſs table ? ar this rate we are like 
to have a pure Hiſtory of the Canon, when every thing he is 
ignorant of, muſt be a groſs forgery; and we ſhall have /pu- 
rTrous Authors enow., if- his ignorance be ſufficient to give 
them that Title: '- However, whether our Author knows it 
or not, it is certain that Mr. Dzgard printed this Book, and 
was catch'd printing of it too; and I have now before me 
an information of Mr. Hooker, given March 3o. 91. where- 
in he affirms that he ( the ſaid Mr. Hooker ) was Correttor to 
Mr. Dagard”s Preſs a7 48 ; that Icon Baſilike was printed at 
That ' Preſs, with the correttion of Mr. Hooker ; that Mr. 
Dugard' bens known, was thrown into' priſon, and turn'd 
out of his place of Merchant Taylor's School, and that Mr. 
Hooker to ſave himſelf went to travel for ſeveral years. 
And what now does he think of his does not appear? if he 
did not know it before, I hope now it appears ſufficiently, 
not: only that Mr. Dgard printed it, but was.like to be ru- 
wd' for it; and Mr. H/! tells us how | he _— the dan- 
er, and came into favour again, and was. reſtor'd to the 
& ool, even by performing an honeſt piece of work for 
Mr. M:/ton, and claping in Pamela's Prayer inte. the King's 
Book, to diſcredit the whole. And in the n&r Edition'of 
Foln Miziton's Lite, our Author, if he:pleaſe, may add this 
as one of his Maſter-pieces. | 
There is yet behind one entire branch of this Controverſie, 
and that is, the intrinſick Proof, drawn from the Book it 
RI, in the following inſtances, zhe Srile, the Hiſtorical 
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part of it, the: King's ſecret intentions, and matters of his 
Conſcience ;, and each of theſe I had particularly ſpoke to, 
and from thence endeavour'd, and 1 think:plainly made-ir 
appear, not only that Dr. Gazden was not, -but that no-6- 
ther perſon poſhbly could be the Author of it, -but the King 
himſelf. But this our Author ſerves juſt as the other, he 
flirts at it a little, but will not upon any terms be brought 
to mention, much leſs to anſwer any one of thoſe reaſons. 
that conclude for the King. Thus for inſtance, in one cor- 


ner of his Book he ſays, a multitude of others agree with p. 112; 


me, that the ſtile is infinitely liker that of a Dottor than a 
Kizg; and ſo one entire aragraph, and a compariſon be- 
tween the King's ſtile and that oft Dr. Gazder is conciſely 
an{wer'd : if this be the caſe, why did he trouble himſelf to. 
write at all? he might have told us. in ſhort that he and 
his friends had agreed upon the, point, let other people fay 
what they will, .and ſo all his. Book: might- have been ſpa- 
red; whereas, as I take it, his buſineſs was. to anſwer my. 
reaſons, and not to ſcorn his Readers, with telling them: 
what he and fome others agree about it; for let them agree 
what they pleaſe, except he gives the reaſons of ſuch agree-- 
ment, the Reader is never the wiſer. In like manner, in 


another place he tells us, as to the King's ſecret intentions,gp, tos, 


and remorſes of Conſcience, the Book was written for that: 
end, and the, Author's deſign was to give ſuch a:coleur ta-all 
the King's ations. But why .did not he: ſhew- his. Reader 
what co/our that was, and leave him to judge whether it- 
was a-/ucus and paint, or amnatural conialedined why, ber: 
cauſe he. durſt not truſt him with it; and.'it:would-.look a. 
lirtle hideouſly:to tell his Reader, the Author”s-defign-as 10: 
£ive a colour to the King s-atlions,' and-toitell, fine: things. of 
his gratious purpoſes, by charging, him in downright terms 
with aCting againſt his'Conſcience, and. in a caſe of blood ;, 
and moreover, aggravating it to the utmoſt, and that 77 had. 
greater aggravatzons upp him then any man. ;and charging, 
the calamines thar betell him, as a judgment for the guilt 
of rhat fin. In like manner it 'wopld have 1ook'd ſtrangely 
19 have told his Refderz the was aiCounterfert Aut _ 
who 
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*who had forg'd ſecret int entions for the King : and when 


he had done, had appealed ro God in the moſt ſolemn man- 


ner for the truth of them, and moreover had called for Di- 
vine Vengeance #porr bimfelf-end bis father's bouſe if thoſe 
intentions were not oft true. This Ffuppoſe, would have 


- a little ſhock'd his Reader, and therefore it was not fit by 


any means that he ſhould ſee it ; and whatever our Author 
may talk of ſetting colours and telling fine things, 1 pre- 
fume all men will think that nothing but a. Devil could ap- 
peal and —_— in that manner upon coxnrerferts and 
forgeries. But this whole matter of the Intr:nfick Proof” 
ts too conſiderable to be lightly paſs'd over, and therefore 


Pind.p.45.] muſt refer the Reader to the Vindication. This little is 


fo 49s 


enough to fhew how fairly our Author hath anſwered this 
branch of proofs, when he hath not mentioned any one of 
the reaſons, and never will doe it ; and I haye nothing far- 
ther to doe, but to leave it with the Reader whether I have 
not abundantly made good the charge 1 latd-down againft 
him at the - ag þ 

For a Conclufion I muſt account with our Author for his 
civility in giving me a ame, hedoes it with great aſſurance 
throughout his Book, and I defire to know by whar autho- 
rity ? if he fays common fame, (and I am fure he can have 
no more, if he has thar,) that is a very, odd reaſon far a 
man who writes a Book my the common opinion of a 
whole age, and will not ſuffer the fame of more than fifty 
years 'to make good an Author's title. And this ſame com- 
mon fame gives out, that one Mr. To/ard is the Author of 
Amyntor, but T think that is not a ſufficient reaſon for me 
to Charge that Gentleman with all thoſe miſrepreſentations 
and unfair proceedings above; let that Author anſwer for 
himſelf, and fo long as he thinks fit to conceal his name, 
he may take his liberty ; whom thoſe initial Letters 7. T. 
mean at the end of the Epiſtle, concerns neither me nor the 
Queſtion, and I ſhall not trouble my {elf to enquire. 
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